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JERMIT me, as a \ ans 255 our ir friendſiih, . 
our bove of the ſame ſtuds, to inſcrihe en 
to you. It is not that I wiſh to ſcreen myſelf be 
hind your authority, or to make you reſponſible for 
what is new, and may be thought too hold r 
hazardous in the opynions maintained in it; but I wiſh-! 
to have your countenance for the freedom with which 
I have treated this ſuhject, and eſpecially for what 1 
have ſaid relating to the inſpiration. of the bagks- of | 
ſcripture. This opinion is not only a bar te free. 
domiof inquiry, but has operated ina manner very) 
unfavoyrable.to the eredibility:of theigoſpel hiſtory; { . 
With reſpec to other Matter of a ſpeculative nature, 
8 lating to chriſtianity, I cannot be more ready to 
4 b take, 
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we, than you are to allow, and encourage, the 
greateſt freedom of thinkitig and writing, and con- 
ſequently the moſt open and avowed difference 
of . ſentiment ; ünce whit is moſt eſſential to the 


chriſtian temper and conduct is Oey conſiſtent 
vith this difference. 


In a variety of articles in di _ ſpecula- - 
tive theology, it is probable that, having, at an early 
period, embraced very. different general principles, 
you and I ſhall continue through life to hold very 
different opinions, and with reſpect to their influ- 
ence in a theoretical ſyſtem, we may lay conſiderable 
ſtreſs upon them ; but we agree ih a firm behef of 
chriſtianity, and of the infinite' importance of it to 

the virtue and happineſs of mankind. 


Whether Chriſt was 4 - ns Kke ourſelves, or a 
being of a higher rank, but between which and the 
ſupreme; there is ſtill the ſame infinite diſtance, the 
authority of the goſpel precepts, promiſes, and fanc- 
tions is the fame, and the higheft poſſible, viz. that 
of the greatibting by whom Chriſt ſpake, who is has 
God and Father as well as ours; and who, if we obey 
his will revealed to us in the goſpel, will love and 
honour us, as he loves and honours him. 


the purſuit of natural ſcience, and in an attachment to 
the natural rights and liberties of mankmd ; but I truſt 
we ſhall both of us ever act upon the idea of the in- 
feriority of all the civil rights of men to the privileges 


. ae e with N . 


Lam, with the _ eſteem, 85 
Dear Sir, 


* , _.____ Your affectionate 


' Humble Servant, 


Calne, Jan. 1776. | J. PRIESTLEY. 
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THE DEDICATION A 
I think myſelf happy in being united with you in 


of chriſtians, and of the inſignificaney of all things 
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FHATEVER may. be 8 of the _ which 

I now preſent to the Public, I can affure my readers 

that there is hardly any ſubje& on which I have beſtowed 
more pains, or to which I have given more time: and I never 

beſtowed my labour or time with more ſatisfaction to myſelf, 
whatever may reſult from it with reſpect to others, 


: The Harmony of the four Goſhels, or the reducing the kiltory 
of our Saviour, as delivered by the four Evangelilts, Matthew, 
Mark, Luke, and John, to the order of time in which the events 
really happened, has been a favourite object with critics, even 

from the very early ages of chriſtianity ; and ſince the revival of 
letters in Europe, the number of harmoniſts has been ſo great, 
that the enumeration of them wonle: be tedious. * 


Nor ſhall we wonder at the attention that has been given, to 
this ſubject, when ve conſider how very important a hiſtory 
that of Chriſt is, infinitely more ſo than that of any other man 
that ever lived on the face of the earth; in compariſon, with 
whom kings, lawgivers, or philoſophers appear as nothing. 
On this account, thoſe who entertain a juſt value for the charac- 
ter of Chriſt, and a proper idea of their obligation to him, ae 
intereſted in every circumſtance relating to his hiſtory. I hey 
can neyer be weary of contemplating .1it, and are nor ſatisfied 


without viewing it in every poſſible light, important or nat 
; important: | 


important; as indeed is the caſe, in ſome meaſure, with reſf 

to every perſon in whoſe hiſtory we take a part. For this [ 
appeal to the feelings of all thoſe who intereſt themſelves in 
the hiſtory of the dead. | 


What pains have been taken by claſſical critics to aſcertain 
the exact dates of the moſt trivial incidents in the life of Cicero, 
and other perſons of eminence in antient or modern hiſtory ? * 
The motive to all this pains could be nothing but the interg/? 
they took, and which they imagined their readers would take, 

in the lives of thoſe heroes, and the deſire that unavoidably 
reſults from it, of having as preciſe. and definite an idea 
as poſſible of every thing in which they were concerned. This 
is eafily accounted for on the principle ofthe affoctation of ideas, | 

by means of which unimportant circumſtances acquire a degree 
of importance from their relation to an important character. 


=» 


. + « 
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But it is not on this account only that we receive this ſatis- 
faction from an orderly narrative of the life of Chriſt : for even 
the credibility of the hiſtory is, in ſome meaſure, ' concerned in 
it. If the ſeparate hiſtories be all true, they will be found to 
agree as far as other credible hiſtories of the ſame tranſaction 
are found to do. But if the different hiſtories of the life of 
Chriſt be utterly irreconcileable in things of conſequence, i. e. 
in things of ſuch a nature, as that perſons who lived in thoſe 
times, could not but have been well acquainted with, and have 
attended to, they will not be intitled to credit. In a variety 

of other reſpeats alſo, the credibility of the goſpel hiſtory may 
be evinced or illuſtrated, from a compariſon of the different ac- 
counts of the ſame tranſaQtions: and every circumſtance of this 


bind will give pleaſure to a friend of chriſtianity. 


% 


We ſhall not wonder that the chronological order of events 
in the life of Chriſt ſhould have been loſt, when we conſider 


7 
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thatthe capital 2g of the goſpel did not require that the writers 
of them ſhould adhere ſtrictly to the order of time, and thattwo 
of the hiſtorians, viz. Mark and Luke, are not ſuppoſed to 
have been preſent at the tranſaQions, and therefore might neyer | 
have known, with accuracy, what the order of events was. 
Still, however, the goſpel hiſtory abounds ſo much with notes 
of time, which, without an expreſs care to prevent it, could not. 
but mix themſelves with the narration (having been originally 
and neceſſarily aſſociated with the particulars of it) and there 
is in theſe, as in all other genuine hiſtories, that are equally full 
of buſineſs, ſuch a conſtant reference to particular perſons,” 
places, and times, ſo frequent a mention of the ſeaſons of the 
year, public feſtivals, Sc. &c. that a ſagacious reader will find 
data enow for the orderly arrangement of every thing of much 
conſequence, though there will {till be much uncertainty with 
reſpeci to the diſpoſition of ſouie things, the exact place of which 
is of little moment. | ; 


There would not have been ſo much. difference in the har-- 
monies of the evangeliſts, if their authors had not framed them - 
on very different general hypotheſes. To of theſe appear io 
nie to be particularly ill founded, and yet they have prevailed . 
fo much, that I think it worth while briefly to animadvert upon 


ubm. 


* * 


Oſiander, among the more antient harmoniſts, and Dr. 
Macknight among the modern, go upon the ſuppoſition that 
all the evangeliſts relate every thing in chronological order, ſo 
that little or nothing is to be tranſpoſed in any of them; and to 
obviate the many difficulties that muſt occur to every. perſon . 
who conſiders this ſcheme: of a harmony (as, from the ſame 
principle, they are obliged to maintain the exatt truth of every 
minute circumſtance in all the accounts) they ſuppoſe that all 
incidents agreeing in ever ſo many circumſtances, but differing 
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in any one particular, were really diſtinQ, and muſt be referred 
to a different time: and from this ſource they multiply many 
diſcourſes, and miracles, which others have thought to be the 
ſame; alledging, and juſtly enough, the probability of our Sa- 
viour having repeated the ſame diſcourſes or miracles, but not 
conſidering the natural improbability of a great number of the 
ſame external ſoreign e eee Wuck _ 6 
courſes or miracles. nie 
Such wrath make no difficulty of tnidplyving och inci- 
dents as thoſe of our Saviour's clearing the temple of buyers 
and ſellers, as often as they, have occafion for it (and yet as 
none of the Evangeliſts give the leaſt hint of his having done 
this more than once, I do not think that we have ſufficient 
authority ſor ſuppoſing chat even this event happened 


twice) but it appears 10 me, that, by the ſame rule, we 


might make more than one baptiſm of Jeſus, more than one 
inſtitution of the Lord's ſupper, more than one > crucifixion, | 
—_ more * one ene od. ö b | 


The Pi of this bypothebe | 18 ach a dow of the” 
inſpiration of the goſpels, and other books of ſcripture, as 
appears to me to be equally indefenſible and unneceſſary; 
and I cannot help thinking that the endeavours of the friends 
of revelation to demonſtrate the perfect harmony of the hiſto- 
rical books of ſcripture, and to remove every minute con- 
tradiction in them (fo as to exclude from the writers eve ry dif- 
ference of opinion, and every different conception concerning 
any fact, or the ſmalleſt circumſtance relating to a fact) have not 
only been unſucceſsful, and have thereby given the enemies of 
revelation a manifeſt advantage; but that, even if they could 
have ſucceeded to their wiſh, the reſult would, in realtiy, have 
been unfavourable to the proper defence, of revelation, - with, 


thoſe who duly conliderahe. mature of Wen Wegen 
en 


r. 1 „ 1 n 4 66 1 
When a number of perſons agree in their account of the 
principal circumſtances of any tranſaction, of which they pres 
tend to have been equally witneſſes, it is a ſtrong preſumption 
that they do not impoſe upon us: betauſe the capital circum- 
ſtances of things are well known to engage the attention of all 
beholders alike. But, if they agree in their account of every 
minute circumſtance,. it rather affords a ſuſpicion that they 
have had ſome communication with one another, and have 
agreed t gether to tell the ſame ſtory, in the very ſame manner; 
that, therefore, the number of proper independent witneſſes is 
not ſo great, and conſequently that the account is not ſo 
much to be depended upon. Becauſe little circumſtances are 
not apt to engage the attention of all bebolders alike, and 


therefore we find, in fact, that whenever eye witneſſes attend 


to minute particulars, they always do vary in their accounts. 


No two perſons ever gave exactly the ſame account of any 
conſiderable tranſaction, though they had the ſame opportunity 
of being well informed concerning it. On this account, dif- 
ferences in the narration of leſſer circumſtances ſeem to be as 
neceſſary to complete and ſatigfactory evidence, as an agreement 
with reſpect to what ĩs capital and eſſential to any ſtory, Nay, 
in many caſes, the more perſons differ in their accounts of ſome 
things, the more concluſive and ſatisfactory is their evidence 


with reſpe& to thoſe things in which they agree. 


It appears td me that the hiſtory of the evangeliſts has this 
complete evidence. They agree in their account of every 
circumſtance of importance, which ſhows that their hiſtories 
were written by men who were either themſelves witneſfes of 
the tranſactions they record, or were well informed concern- 
ing them by thoſe who were witneſſes ; and yet their ſtyle, and 
manner of writing,- their more full or more conciſe account of 


diſcourſes, together with their very different arrangement of the 
Cc | . _ _ parts 
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parts of their narrative, and their diſagreement with reſpett to 
facts of ſmall conſequence, demonſtrate, in my opinion, that 
(excepting John, who is well known to have written ſome time 
after the reſt of the evangeliſts) they had no communication 


with one another, and therefore that they are to be conſidered 
as original and n witneſſes of the ſame facts. 


It will, I doubt not, appear in che courſe of my oyn obſer- 
vations, that tranſactions unqueſtionably the ſame, are related . 
with circumſtances that are abſolutely incompatible; ſo that I 1 
will venture to ſay that, in ſpight of all the ingenuity in tie 
world, their perfect conſiſtency, and conſequently this high no- 
tion of the inſhiration of the writers, is indefenſible. This hy- 
potheſis, therefore, not being ſupported by fact, muſt neceſſa- 
rily be given up. The very determination to deſend a notion 
loaded with ſuch difficulties as theſe, diſcovers ſuch a diſpoſition 
to defend an hypotheſis at all events, as muſt prejudice the. 


minds of unbelievers againſt a hiſtory ſo abſurdly contended 
hou. - 4 


| Beſides, this high notion of r is as unneceſſary, 
with reſpect to the proper uſe of the goſpel hiſtory, as it is in- 
defenſible in itſelf. All the great ends of the goſpel will be 
ſufficiently anſwered, if proviſion be made for the credibility of 
the principal facts, ſuch as the reality of the moral diſcour/es, 
and eſpecially of the miracles, death, and re/urrefion of Chriſt, 

as a proof of his divine miſſion, and a confirmation of our faith 
in the aſſurances he has given us with reſpect to a general rgſur- 
rection, and his ſecond coming to judge the world, and to re- 
ward all men according to their works. And it is certainly ſuf- 
ficient to produce this belief, that a competent number of per- 
ſons, having ſufficient opportunity of obſerving and diſtinguiſh- 
ing the facts, atteſt the truth of * and that the ſubſequent 


_— 
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hiſtory ſhould ſhow that the publication of the facts produced 
Auch- an effect upon the minds and conduct of thoſe to whom 
they were properly propoſed, as might be expected from the 
conſideration of their charaRers and circumſtances. But the 
credibility of Tuch leading facts as thoſe above mentioned will 
not be affected by any difference that may be obſerved in the 
goſpel Litlorians, wa —_—_— to leſſer eircumſtances attending 
them. a 


Now it ſeems to have been the plan of divine providence. 
never to provide miracles where natural cauſes were ſulñcient to 
procure the deſired effect. And certainly twelve perſons expreſs- 
ly choſen to attend our Lord, during the whole of his public 
minilry, im order to be witneſſes of his life, diſcourſes, death, 
and reſurrection, beſides the innumerable multitudes that muſt 
neceſlarily have been witneſſes to many of them, without any 
expreſs appointment, were naturally ſufficient to enſure the 
credibility of all the great events above mentioned. No other 
hiſtory is attended with any evidence that can be compared 
with that of the goſpel; and, admitting the goſpel hiſtory, on 
account of its greater importance, to require a ſtronger evi- 

| dence, ſtill nothing can be neceſſary but a ſtronger evidence of 
the ſame kind, or human teſtimony more e and more 
favourably circumſlanced. 


Admitting that, if the whole credibily of the goſpel hiſtory, 
as we receive it, reſted on divine, independent of human teſti- 
mony, ſomething might be gained, it is evident that we now 
receive the goſpel hiſtory on the faith of human teſtimony only. 
For the early tranſcribers of the goſpels were no more infpired 
than our printers; and in the courſe of time that has elapſed 
from the fifſt promulgation of chriſtianity to the preſent age, 
copies of the goſpel have been ſo often tranſmitted from one to 
another, that a ſucceſſion of human authorities ſo great as to 


c 2 exceed 
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exceed all computation, muſt have intervened ſince the firſt 
writing of the goſpels to their coming into our hands. Since, 


therefore, divine providence has thought proper to intruſt this 


valuable depoſit in human hands for ſo many centuries, how 
can it be thought inconliſtent with the ſame plan, to convey it 
to us in a ſimilar manner from the very beginning; ; the apoſtles 
being naturally as capable of relating and writing an account 
of what they heard and ſaw, as other perſons could be to copy 
the account aſter them, 


I own I can ſee no meaning, or confiltency, in the *appoint- 
ment of witneſſes to accompany our Lord, in order to tranſmit 
to poſterity an authentic and credible account of his life, doc- 


trine, and miracles, if, after all, it was the intention of the 


divine being to ſuperſede this teſtimony, by books bearing ſuffi- 
cient marks of ſupernatural inſpiration. In reality, one ſingle 
book, the divine. inſpiration of which was fully proved, would 
render all other evidence ſuperfluous. 


It is objected to thele arguments, that if we once fuppole 
that the evangeliſts may not be abſolutely depended upon, with 
reſpe& to any particulars in their hiſtory; they cannot be 
depended upon at all. But if there was any real foundation 
for this objeQtion, we ſhould give up all faith in hiſtory, For 
there is no period in any hiſtory, written by different perſons, 
but ſeveral events have been differently repreſented; and yet 


it is not fad that our faith in ane ofa 1s ſhaken by this .cir- 


cumſtance. 


To uſe an n example: fans cotemporary hiftorians ſay that, 
in the battle. of Marſton Moor, prince Rupert commanded in 


| the right wing, while others place him in the left ; and they 
give a diffexent account of ſeveral incidents in that engagement, 


depending upon that as: But Rough, on this account, it 
mould 


fhould not be in our power to determine in which of the wings 
it was that this general fought, does it therefore follow that 
there was no battle on Marſton Moor, that the kings forces 
were not defeated in that battle, or even that the prince did not 
command in it? This will not be pretended. 


In like manner, though i it ſhould be found that, acccording to 
one evangeliſt, Chriſt purged the temple on the day of his tri- 
umphant entry into Jeruialem, whereas, according to another of 
them, this was not done tiH the day after, will it therefore follow 
that we have no reaſon to believe that he did purge the temple at 
all? Or, becauſe all the evangeliſts expreſs the inſcription which 
Pilate put upon the croſs of Chriſt in different words, muſt we 
conclude that there was no inſcription upon it, or that Chriſt 
was not crucified at all? And becauſe the Evangeliſts ſeem to 
have had different ideas of the manner in which the reſurrection 
of our Lord was announced to the apoltles, and eſpecially | 
concerning the viſion of angels on that occaſion,” will it 
follow that they were ſo far incompetent, witneſſes, that we 
have no _—_ to believe that there was a reſurrection?ꝰ 


T appeal to any perſon's feelings, whether even the fulleſt con- 
viction of ſuch variations as theſe would tend to produce any 


incredulity with reſpe& to facts of any conſequence, in which 
all the accounts agree. The moſt perfect faith in all great 
events will admit of very great latitude with reſpedt to ſmaller 
ones; fo that there is no occaſion to fix any boundary where 
certain perſuafion terminates, and where uncertainty begins. 
In this reſpe& the goſpel hiſtory exaQly reſembles all other 
credible hiſtories; and indeed, being equally addreffed to the 
feelings of human beings, there ean be no reaſon why there 
mould be any difference between them in this reſpect. 


— 
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leis alledged that there was a particularexpre's $ promiſe made 
by our Lot to his apoſtles, that. the Spirit of truth ſhould: lead 
them into all ruth and bring oll tings to ther remembrance what!» 
ever he fare untfothem, John xiv. 25. But both the reaſon of the 
thing, and the fact. itſelf, may fausfy us, that this promiſe could 


only reſpect things of conſequence, and probably (as the excel- 
lent author of the Hive Letters on Inſpir ation ſuppoſes) ſacl: 


things as the apoſtles were not at that time able fully to com- 


prehend, and therefore were moſt likely to forget. For, with 
reſpect: o particular exbreuons, all the evangeliſts report out- 


Lord's diſcourſes with very great variations. And, provided 


the great end of our Lord's commiſſion and dodarines was not 
injured by thoſe different repreſentation of things, no real harm 
could ariſe from them, and therefore no valuable end would- 
have been gained by ſuch an interpoſition of divine providence 
as would have prevented theen. Agreeably, therefore; to all 


that we know, or can infer, concerning the rules of che divine 
proceeding, no ſuch interpofition would be granted. 


I own that I lay a good deal of ſtreſs upon theſe confideng- 
tions, and think that by giving up the opinion of the inſpira- 
tion of the evangeliſts, as wreters, we gain two very conli- 
derable advantages; the firſt is that we place the goſpel hiſtory 
on the ſame unexceptionable fogting with other credible 
hiſtories, reſting on independent teſirmontes, in conſequence 


of their agreement in all things of importance, and appearing 


to be independent of each other, by their dilagreement m 
things of no importance. In the ſecond place, we, by this 
means, diſencumber the evidence of the goſpel hiſtory of many 
objections, inſignificant indeed, in themſelves, but rendered of 
the greateſt magnitude, and even abſolutely -inſuperable, by 
our profeſſing to maintain the plenary inſpiration of the ſcrip- 
tures. By this means, therefore, we ſecure, in the moſt effec- 

tual manner, the evidence of all the important facts in the 


; goſpel 
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goſpel hiſtory; and the reſt will either follow of corre, or 
their Dy may be oy ales. e 
| (1 

'F or. theſe Fr ey) 1 cannot but Wear en of every 
Rk of a harmony of the goſpels which goes upon the ſup- 
poſition that thoſe writers were incapable of relating the ſame 
flory with any inconſiſtency in che circumſtances of it, and 
eſpecially that they all wrote in true/ chronological order, ſo 
that we are not at liberty even to tranſpoſe any part of their 
narratives. The learned Michaelis ſays, in his Jutroduction to 
the ſtudy of the New Teſtament, p. 210, Ofiander is at the head 
** of thoſe who have diſcredited the goſpel hiſtory by their har- 
% monies. However, he; went not ſo far as his ſucceſſors, but 
** ſometimes departs from his principles.” Dr. Macknight has 
purſued this plan of a harmony tg its utmoſt extent; and yet 
bis work ſeems, upon the whole, to have been very well 
received. But though, . for theſe reaſons, I cannot but 
ee diſapprove of his en. 1 think he 1 is often very 
happy a as a commenfator. | — 

It is hardly ity to obſerve that in what I have advanced 
above, Iam far from denying all inſpiration; but only the uni- 
verſal and infallible inſpiration of the ſcripture hiſtorians as 
writers. When the prophets, or apoſtles, worked miracles, or 
delivered prophecies, and other meſſages from God, they muſt 
have been inſpired. Paul alſo ſeems to ſay, that he received 
his knowledge of the goſpel, by a PR communication rom 
Chriſt after his reſurrettion. N 


2. Other harmoniſts take it for granted that Luke i is the moſk 
orderly and ſtrittly chronological, of all the goſpel hiſtorians, 
chiefly becauſe, in the beginning of his goſpel, he ſays that, 
having examined every thing with care, he propoſed to write of 


them in order (. But admitting that by this phraſe he 
TAE really 
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really meant to expreſs his attention to exact chronological 
order, it does not follow that he was qualified to execute this 
deſign with accuracy. Beſides, there is no reaſon to think that 
he had that idea to the word, beeaaſe it does not ee 
convey that —_— | 

To judge by the hiſtory nel, it is [evident that theres are 
fewer marks of an orderly narrative in the goſpel of Luke than 
in any of the other three; and his arrangement of the facts is, 
at the ſame time, the leaſt probable in itſelf, and the leaſt recon». 
cileable to that of the reſt. - This will ſufficiently appear by my 
own obſervations; but much more evidence of this kind than 
can well be ſtated in writing, muſt, I think, occur to any perſon 
who ſhall read the goſpel of Luke with attention, and in com- 
pariſon with the other goſpels. 


With reſpe& to myſelf, I muſt acknowledge that the har- 
mony of the goſpels always appeared to me to be a ſubje& of 
great curigſity indeed, and even of much v/e, and importance; 
but, at the ſame time, of ſo much diſſiculty and uncertainty, that 
I diſpaired of ever ſeeing the undertaking accompliſhed to any 
purpoſe; till I met with Mr. Mann's Diſſertations on the 
times of the birth and the death of Chriſt, Finding in this 
treatiſe fome fundamental errors in all preceding harmonies 
reQified, and the general outline of a quite new and better har- 
mony laid down, I was led to conſider the ſubje with ſome' 
attention, and immediately ſet about the ſcheme of a harmony 
on his principles; and in the proſecution of this work, I was 
led to depart from his diſpoſition of many particular events; 
though a variety of additional arguments occurred to me in 
9 of his general hypotheſis. | 


If I ſhould be thought to have ſucceeded in this — better 
ow: the generality of my predeceſſors, I ſhall attribute 1 it chiefly 
2 to 


— 
< 
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105 the mechanital'n thai; I made uſe of in the arrangement of 
which were as follow. 1 procured two printed copies of 

the golpels, and having cancelled one fide 1 L ſheet, I cut 
out all the ſeparate hiſtories, c: in each g as and having a 
large table app röpflated 10 that aſe! 1 5 all the corre- 
ſponding parts o n to each other, at in ſuch an otder as 


the compariſon wy them (which, when they wete brought ſo 
near together, was EXC ingly ealy) directed. 


In this looſe oder the ele hre lay betone me a con- 


ſiderable time, in which 1 kept reviewing it at my leiſure, and 


changing the places ofthe ſeveral parts; till I was as well ſatisfied 
with the arrangement of them as the nature of the caſe would 
admit. I then fixed the places of all theſe ſeparate papers, by 
paſting them, in the order in which they lay before me, upon 
different pieces of paſteboard, carefully Agilibeted, and "oy this 
means, allo, divided into ſetions. | 
When I had done this, I publiſted a hero view of my Har- 
mony, with the principal reafons on which it was founded, in 
the Theological Repoſitory, which I then conducted, that my 
friends, and the public in general, might form a judgment of 
it. This was in the years 1769 and 1770; and fince that time 
no material objection, that has come to my knowledge, has 
been made to it. However, preſerving my paſte boards, I have 
reviewed them occaſionally, and, as it was ſtill not difficult to 
do it, have tranſpoſed ſome of the parts to what I have — 


to be more convenient places. 


Twill venture to ſay that, by the help of ſuch a mechanical con- 
trivance as this, a perſon of a very moderate capacity, or critical 
{kill, will have an advantage over a perlon of the greateſt genius 
and comprehenſion of mind without it. For, by this means, the 
chings to be compared are TN under the eye at the ſame 


time, 
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time, and may be removed from one ſituation to another with- 


ont trouble: ſo that every thing may be viewed, to all poſlible 
advantage, in every light, and nothing can eſcape, -perplex, or 
diſtraQt the attention. Whereas, when a perſon takes the ſeve- 
veral golpels a they lie in our printed books, he not only loſes 
time, in turning to the parallel paſſages, and in conſidering how | 


they will ſtand in new connections; but, not being able to carry 


in his mind all the circumſtances that demand his attention at 
the ſame time, he will be in great danger of being bewildered, 
and conſequently of forming a haſty judgment, on a confuſed 
and inadequate view of things. Whether other harmoniſts 
have had recourſe to any method fimilar to this of mine I can- 
not tell; but from the reſult of their labours, I am inclined. 


to think that few of them were poſſeſſed of ſuch an advantage 


That I might not be biaſſed by. a —— to any particular 
hypotheſis, I reſolutely avoided ſo much as looking into any 
harmony whatever, till I had nearly pleaſed myſelf with my 
own arrangement; beginning only with Mr. Mann's tranſpo- 
fition of the 5th chapter of John, and neglecting even his outline 
of an harmony. But when I had done this, I carefully exa- 


' mined all the harmonies that I could: meet with, and weighed 


all the reaſons produced by the writers of them for their diſpo- 
ſition of every fact of conſequence. The reſult of this exa- 
mination will now and then appear in the following 0b/ervations, 
though I have made as little parade as poſſible of this kind of 
reading. 


There is a very great difference in the manner of diſpoſing 
and printing the different harmonies of the goſpel, and each 
of them may have their peculiar uſes. Mine will alfo be con- 
hiderably different from any other that I have ſeen, and I flatter 

myſelf it will not be without its advantages. I have printed: 


in a larger character what appears to me to be the moſt authen- 


tic, 
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tic, and the moſt cifcumſtantial account of every important inci- | 
dent, collected from all the goſpels promiſcuouſly, placing the 8 
parallel accounts in ſeparate columns, printed in a ſmaller | | 
character. By this means any perſon who would chuſe to read 
the whole haſtory, without interruption, may eonfine himſelf 
to the larger character, having recourſe to the columns, printed 
in the ſmaller character only when he has occaſion to compare 
the different accounts of the ſame thing. | 


Ihe reaſons for my choice of particular hiſtaries for the 
larger character may not always appear at firſt ſight, but I have 
generally, all other. circumſtances being equal, given this pre- 
ference to the goſpel of John, and in the next place to that of 
Matthew, before thoſe of Mark and Luke. Where an au- 
thority in general is of an inferior kind, I have ſometimes 
given this preference to it, when the account has been much 
fuller and more circumſtantial. But more frequently I have 
followed the beſt authority as far as it would. go, and have 
taken from the inferior ones whatever was wanting to make it 
complete. In many caſes, however, my choice was nearly 
balanced, and as the columns are printed, any perſon may 
pleaſe himſelf with conſidering that as the principal account 
of any diſcourſe or tranſaction to which he himſelf ſhall give 


the preſeren ce.. 


N. B. For the uf of thoſe who will chuſe to read the goſpels in the original, this har- 
mony will be printed in Greek as well as in Engliſh. But for the ſake of common readers, 
the O/ervations, and the Engliſh harmony, accompanied with ill ration: of the difficult paſſages, 
will be ſold without the Greek. : 
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On the Time of the Birth of cn. 


HE time of the birth of Chriſt is not a ſubje& of much 
importance, becauſe no other very conſiderable event is 

| connetted with it; but the time of his death is of much 
moment in chronology, as the dates of many other great events 

depend upon it. Both of them, however, have, from their 
man to the hiſtory of chriſtianity, been the objects of labo- 


rious Eons by many critics and chronologers. 


Without pretending to have taken ſo much pains with the 
ſubject as many others (though I have carefully attended to 
what has been advanced by thoſe who have preceded me in 
this diſcuſſion) I ſhall briefly recite the ſum of the evidence in 
favour of thoſe dates to which I am inclined to give the prefe- 

B rence ; 
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rence; which are the year 7 before the commencement of che 
common chriſtian æra, U. C. 747. P. J. 4707 for the birth of 


Chriſt, and A. D. 29. U. C. 782. P. J. 4742 for the death of 
"Chriſt. 


According to Luke, Chriſt was 1 at a time when there 
was a general regiſter, or polling (ameypan) of the Jewiſh natios 
by the order of Auguſtus. This the Romans called a cenſus, 
and the Ancyran marbles ſay that Auguſtus took the cenſus of 
the Romans three times, the firſt time with his colleague Ag- 
gripa, in the year correſponding to 28 B. C. the ſecond in the 
year 8 B. C. in the conſulſhip of Cenſorinus and Afintus, as 
Lipſius and others explain it; and the third time with Tiberius, 
in the year 14 after Chriſt. 


The ſecond of theſe cenſus's being the only one for our pre- 
ſent purpoſe, it is evident that our Lord could not have been 
born before the year 8 B.C. The laſt cenſus 1s evidently out 


of the queſtion, becauſe, according to Matthew, our Lord was 
born before the death of King Herod. 


This cenſus was taken by Quirinius, who was afterwards 
| governor of Syria; but at a time when-Sentius Saturninus was 
governor of that province. For this we have the teſtimony 

of Tertullian, who appeals to the records of the Roman em- 
pire. His words are, Sed et cenſus: conflat aftos Jub Auguſto, 
ßer Sentium Saturninum, apud quos genus ejus inquirere potu- 
ſent. As this Quirinius afterwards took another cenſus of 
Judea, viz. upon the death of Archelaus, Luke diſtinguiſhes 
the two, by calling this the firſt cenſus that was taken by this 
governor, as Dr. Lardner, with great probability, pr hw the 


paſla ge; ; ci 1 emoypa bn Tpwln eyerero nn ug Aare e 
Luke u. 2. 


geſted preſently. 
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A this cenſus was taken at Rome, in the year 8 B. C. it 


1 probable that it was not taken in the diſtant provinces 
till the year 7 B. C. And for wm another Tahiti will be fug: 


The birth of Chriſt could not be later than this date, viz. 


7 B. C. becauſe, as is inferred from ſome Syrian coins, pro- 
duced by Cardinal Noris, Varus, who ſucceeded Saturninus, 


was, governor of Syria the we following. See Mann's n 
| . „ 


i vas the general opinion of the chriſtian Fathers * Chriſt 


was born when all the world was at peace, which was the caſe 
in the year 8 B. C. and Oroſius ſays that the temple of Janus 
continued ſhut (i. e. that the peace laſted) twelve years. Now 
Auguſtus, who was proclaimed Emperor upon every victory, 
was proclaimed Emperor the fifteenth time twelve years after 


this date, ſo that it is probable that this peace had commenced 


with that year. See Magnan. 


It is thought probable, from many circumſtances (for which 
ſee Mann and Magnan) that the Magi viſited Judea in the year 
6 B. C.; and as Herod's order for the execution of the infants 
comprehended thoſe from two years old and under, it may 
be preſumed that this tyrant, in order to make ſure of his vic- 
tim, would take in a year more than was abſolutely neceſſary ; 
and on this account it is more probable that the year 7 B. C. 
is che true date of 11 birth of. Chill, than the, your 8 on C. 

ie has been ety ſufficiently wink by Dr. Ys uk and 
Magnan, that Herod died in the year 4 before Chriſt, This 
is alſo inferred from the computation of an eclipſe of the 
moon, which Joſephus ſays (Ant. Lib. 17, cap. 8) happened 
in Herod's laſt illneſs, and which has been found to have been 


B32 1 
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on the 13th of March in this year. Upon this event Chriſt 
returned from Egypt, and there is a tradition that he ſtayed 
there two years; which, allowing for the journey, the viſit of 
the Magi, and other circumſtances, almoſt fixes the date to 
the year 7 B. C. 


Y Luke ſays that when Chriſt was baptized he was about (wr) 
tharty years of age; but as this is by no means a definite ex- 
preſſion, it will agree well enough with his baptiſm n on 
the year 28, as he would then be thirty-five. 


The time of the year in which the courſe of Abia, of which 
Zacharias was, affords a datum for the time of the conception 
of John the Baptiſt, and conſequently for the birth of Chriſt. 
| From the time of David, the prieſts were divided into twenty- 
four courſes, to attend the ſervice of the temple in their turns, 
each ſerving a week at a time. After the return from Babylon 
the number of courſes was ſtill twenty-four; and the temple 
being ſet on fire in the courſe of. Joiarib, in the month Ab, or 
Auguſt, according to Joſephus, Mr. Whiſton (ſee his Har- 
mony, p. 158) computes that the courſe of Abia fell in Sep- 
tember. Concluding, therefore, that John the Baptiſt was 
conceived in the beginning of September, he ſuppoſes that 
our Saviour muſt have been born about the latter end of Oc- 
tober in the year following. For as ſoon as Elizabeth had 
conceived ſhe hid herſelf five Jewiſh months, and immedi- 
ately after that, .or in the beginning of the fixth month, the 
| Virgin Mary conceived Chriſt. This muſt have been about 
] the end of January, and nine months afterwards, viz. the 
| latter end of October, in the [fame year, it is moſt probable 
chat he Was born. | 


. : THAT 
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10 


HAT Chin be le -v th 29, hen the two Gems 
were conſuls, is ſo expreſsly afferted by ſeveral of the 
antient fathers, perſons who lived neareſt to the time of Chriſt, 
and who were under no imaginable biaſs to depart from the 
truth, 4hat I do not ſee how it can well be called in queſtion ; 

eſpecially as this-date'is ſufficiently conſiftent with every other 
criterion by which it can be determined. I ſhall briefly recite 
this evidence chiefly from Mr. Le Clere, to whoſe firſt diſſerta- 
tion, ſubjoined to his Harmony, I refer — reader for the 
words of the — 85 


r 21 2 


emen Alexandrinus GU that chin ſuffered in the 15th 
year of Tiberius, forty-two years and three months before the 
deſtruction of Jeruſalem. Now Auguſtus dying in Auguſt, A. D. 
14, the remainder of that year may be aſcribed either to him, 
or to Tiberius; and therefore the ſame year may, by different 


perſons, be called the 15th or the 16th of Tiberius. 


| 11 ee 


Julius Aenne alſo ſays thai Chriſt ſuffered in the 15th year 


Origen 1 had + 5 ſand abs with Clemens Alex- 
andrinus, as may be inferred from his ſaying, after him, that 


Chriſt was crucified forty-two years before the deſtruction of 
&rufalem. | 


£4 


Tertullian 
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Tertullian is more expreſs; ſaying that Chriſt ſuffered in the 
15th year of Tiberius, Rubellius Geminus, and F uſius Geminus 
being conſuls, — the th ( in ſome copies the 10th, in others 


the 17th) of the calends o April,” and in another place aſter 
the 10th of the — of W 


Some of the N riſing vhs ſo fully perſuaded that 
Chriſt ſuffered on the 8th of the calends of April, i. e. on the 
25th of March; that'they-would-always keep their Eaſter on that 
day. See Walch's explanation of the decree of the council of Nice, 
concerning the time of keeping Eafter. Novi Commentaru Gotten- 

genſis, vol. 1. p. 96. This agreeing with Tertullian, leads us 
to imagine that thole chriſtians, whoeverthey were, had rn _ 
_— with him eee the year of che rn 


Laſtly, Sulpicius Severus gar that Chriſt ſuffered 3 F Flu 
Geminus, and Rubellius Geminus were Fonſuls.: Ci nt! 
As this evidence ſtands uncontradicted bs any ing in anti- 


quity, I do not ſee how any e at this Wu can eee 
object to it. 


| What may FH, aper alledged 3 this, 1 is, 505 
according to the rules. for fixing Faſter, the paſſover will not 
fall on a Friday for that year. But in this ſeveral things are 
taken for granted, and eſpecially that the Jews computed pre- 
ciſely as we do, and with the ſame exactneſs; neither of which 
is at all probable. The modern Jews give very different, accounts 
of the cuſtom of thoſe antient times in this reſpett, and certainly 


no exact rule can be een an what or *. 28 
on this ſubjeR. | 


Joſephus ſays that the paſſover w was to be kept on the 14th 
day of the month N = Cy to the moon, (xe opp). 
But 
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But from this nothing ean be inferred but that the Jewiſh year 
was a lunar one; and ee cus it might n 
| mmm Cn NG i eich, 2A... een 
A g. net ud „tie! EY: vd hots line 
Philo ſays that ho feaſt cf 1 was to bo kept on the 
14th of Niſan, onen the moon's orb would be near to being full 
(. Te oeXvicns xunas es Nc mio Ape but this admits of its 
being a little before, though perhaps TY alter; the full 
* Ae menen 15 100% M inet e 21; 
H tio i 9 1827 ff 1 
: e! it | may, Lthink, be Wert from this writer's W 
himſelf in this manner, that the antient Jewiſh rule for fixing 
the time of paſſover was not what it is now generally ſuppoſed 
2 have been, viz. that it was always on the very day the full 
Had this been their invariable rule, he could never have 
faid laid that it fell on a day when the moon was only near to being 
full. It is evident from this that the; Jeys made uſe of a me- 
thod which admitted of ſome latitude 1n this reſpect, 08 NOW 


> 


much we nt tell. 20 noc horas ah 16171 

AY is even certain, Fn: th rafts det meas _ collefted 5005 
the controverſy concerning the time of keeping Eaſter in the 
chriſtian Church, that the Jews did not obſerve the equinox, 
that even the Latins, for ſeverab centuries, celebrated Eaſter in 
fuch a manner that the full moon which regulated it was ſome- 
times before the equinox, that the preſent rule of fixing it, ſo 
that it is always after the equinox,” was only contrived by 
Dionyſius Alexandrinus in the third century, after the example 
of ſome. Jews only ; ; and that the Jews in general. were not 
exact in, obſerving the equinox till the fourth century. For 
the proof of theſe particulars I refer to the diſſertation of the 
learned Mr. Walch aboye mentioned in a the Now Commentaris 
Societatis Gottingenfis, be „ * | 


* 1 * 
1. 81508 
4 C 


Some 
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Some have contended that the Jews determined the be- 
ginning of every month by the actual obſervation of the new 
moon. But this is an opinion that I think has been ſuffici- 
ny confuted oy Mr. Mann. See 1 * e P. 198. 

The oldeſt writer * has given us s any account. of the Jewiſh 
method of fixing the time of paſſover is Epiphanius, and Mr. 
Le Clerc informs us that, according to a cycle compoſed from 
this writer, partly by Kepler, and partly by Petavius, the: paſſ- 

over of the year 29 fell on the 25th of March, which, Mr. 
Le Clerc ſays; was a Thurſday. But Mr. Ferguſon's tables make 
it to have been a Friday.” | Otherwiſe, this computation would, 
in my opinion, correſpond! to the aceount of the; Evangeliſts. 
i | Whereas Mr. Mann and moſt others, who aſſign different dates 
to this event, and obſerve the "preſent methods of fixing the 
time of Eaſter, all ſuppole the reg of the en of nen 
to have been on a Friday.” ; | 


1 75 


I find, that the fall moon of thb year 29 B. C. fell on the 


| 18th of March, ſo that according to the opinion adopted by 
3 Mr. Le Clerc, the paſſover muſt have been almoſt a whole week 
i | after the full moon; and though it is impoſſible to ſay that the 
þ old Jewiſh cycle was more exact than this. it muſt be acknow- 
0 | | ledged not to be very probable. And ꝓet the evidence of Ter- 


tullian, and thoſe primitive chriſtians above mentioned, who kept 
their Eaſter on the; 2gth of March, is in favour of the latter f 
theſe two weeks, viz. before the. 7th of the calends of April, 
1. e. befote the 26th of March, and after the 10th of the 
calends, i. e. 23d of March. And a council aſſembled at Czelarea 
in Paleſtine upon the queſtion. of keeping Eaſter, in 195, fay 
that the crucifixion was on the 11th of the calends of April or 
the 22d of March. See Mann, p, 205. Now the Friday in that 
week was on the 25th of March. And though we may preſume 
that, in general, the Jews, as well as other nations, whoſe year 
s | 1 
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was luni-ſolar, began their months about the time of new 
moon .(ſo.that the full moon would fall about the 15th day) it is 
plain from Reland's Jewiſh Antiquitics, that che. Jews did not ob- 
ſerve this rule with any ſtrictneſs; for then their months would al 

ways have been alternately of 29 and go days. Whereas, accord- 
ing to his account of their calendar, p. 244, they had ſometimes 
B months of go days, with 4 of 29; and ſometimes 8 of 29 days, 
with 4 of go; or with any intermediate proportion. Now this 

is inconſiſtent with their beginning every month with a new 
moon, and how far they might depart from that rule, one 
way or the on; we cannot tell, 


If, rejecting the rule deduced from Epiphanius we keep to 
the preſent rule, which never admits of the paſſover to have 
fallen a ſingle day before the equinox, we muſt carry the paſſ- 
over of this year to the 17th of April, which is expreſsly con- 
trary to all the evidence of Tertullian and of the council, 


It is remarkable enough, however, that it 1 valy taking the 
week before this, m the ſame month, and-the day of full moon 
itſelf falls on a Friday. For the 18th of March was on that day 
of the week, and only two days before the equinox. And who 
can ſay that the Jewiſh cycle might not admit of the paſſover 
being fixed ſo near the equinox as two days before it, as well 
as ſome time aſter. it; eſpecially conſidering that the , Jews of 
thoſe times did not obſerve the equinox ;; no purpoſe of theirs 
requiring ſuch exactneſs? For thoſe, therefore, who will have 
the paſſover of the week of crucifixion to have fallen on a Friday, 
I ſhould think this year to be: ſufficiently for, their purpoſe. 
They who, with myſelf, prefer the Thurſday, may take the ſame 
week, ſuppoſing that the 14th day of the month might fall one 
day before the full moon; which, according to Reland's 

account of the Jewiſh calendar, was very poſſible; and if the Jews 
IP regard n — would chuſe a day 
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before the full moon, viz. the Thurſday in that week, rather 
than five days after. Inclining to this hypotheſis, on accountof 
the full moon falling nearer to the middle of the month, I drew 


cout the Jewiſh and Roman calendars for the time of Chriſt's 


miniſtry according to it, which was eaſily done by allowing 
ſeven of the Jewiſh months in that year to have been deyective, 
or to have conſiſted of no more than 29 days; and according to 
Reland they had ſometimes 1 ſuch months in the year. 


Accordingly, in that calendar which 1 have annexed, I have 
made the 14th of Niſan in the year 29 to correſpond to the 
17th of March. But the 14th of Niſan may be made to coincide 
with the 18th of March (to ſuit the opinion of thoſe who ſup- 
poſe the paſſover in the week of crucifixion to have been on a 
F riday) by only making one leſs defective month in the year. 


Several perſons who have endeavoured to fix the time of the 
death of Chriſt, have availed themſelves of what the Jews obſerved 
to our Saviour at the time that he was purging the temple, viz. 
that it had been 46 years in building or, as it may be rendered, 
that it had been built (#0491) 46 years, John ii. 20. The com- 


putations relating to this queſtion have been made ſo variouſly, 


and the facts referred to have ſo much uncertainty attending 
them, that I own it affords no ſufficient argument for any parti- 


cular date of the tranſaction. I ſhall ſubjoin, however, what 
Mr. Whiſton ſays upon the ſubject, and it will be allowed to 
have ſomewhat more weight, as this writer aſſigns a much later 
date for the death of Chriſt than I do, ſuppoſing the temple 


to have been cleanſed at a preceding paſſover. 


6 Joſephus aſſures us that the vos, or temple, \ was begun in 
© the eighteenth year of the reign of Herod (which in ſuch caſes 


he always reckons from the death of Antigonus) and that it 


* continued for a year and ſix months, and then was finiſhed. 
% Now from theſe circumſtances we may certainly find the year 


«66 we 
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* we inquire for. Antigonus was ſlain about July, A. P. ]. 
* 4677; and ſo Herod's eighteenth year muſt begin about July, 
** 4694, and continue till July, 4695. Let us ſuppoſe the tem- 
ple begun about the feaſt of tabernacles in this eighteenth year 
Tiſri, 4694. Add a year and fix months, the ſpace 1 in which 
* It was building, and it will appear to have been finiſhed at the 
** paſlover Niſan, 4696. From this paſſover let us count 46 
* years, and this will bring us to the paſſover we inquire for, 
* N ſan 4742, which is A. D. 29.” Whiſton's | Harmony, 144 


I have carefully confidered all Dr. Whitby" $ objettions to 
this computation of Mr. Whiſton (Paraphraſe, vol. 1. p. 497) 
and think them to be of no weight, eſpecially that on which he 
lays the greateſt ſtreſs, viz. that the outer buildings were erected 
before the proper temple () which was built by the prieſts, 
I infer from the paſſage that he himſelf quotes from Joſephus, 
that though Herod was eight years in completing the buildings 
Which he ſuperintended, the prieſts, who began at the ſame time, 
finiſhed their part in one year and fix months. I am ſtill more 
ſurpriſed that ſuch a critic as Dr. Whitby ſhould ſay, as a rea- 
ſon why Herod muſt be ſuppoſed to have finiſhed his undertak- 
ing firſt, that © the Jews would not ſuffer themſelves; to be 
„ deprived of the benefit of their ſacrifices for nine years and 
an half, as they muſt have done, if the temple of the prieſts 
had not been ſtanding, and had not been dedicated till-that 


time“; when it is evident from Ezra iii. g. that the Jews 
erected — altar, and ſacrificed according to the law, i imme- 


diately upon their return from the captivity, in the reign of Cy- 
rus; though the temple was not built till the reign of Darius. 
Undoubtedly, therefore, there was no interruption of ſacri- 
ſices on account of this building of the temple by Herod. 


C2 SECTION 
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SECTION HI. 
Of Daniel's Prophecy of Seventy Weeks. 


A -NOST all . I believe, who have attempted to aſ- 

certain the time of the birth, or of the death of Chriſt, have 
thought it neceſſary to make their hypotheſes ſuit with the famous 
prophecy of Daniel concerning the /eventy weeks, and I ſhall 
not be ſingular in ſuppoſing that their determination in favour 
of this or that time might be more or leſs biaſſed by their inter- 


pretation of that prophecy. 


For my own part, I can truly ſay that I always conſidered that 
prophecy as very obſcure, on account of the uncertainty both 
of the true reading, and of the interpretation; and more. eſpe- 


cially after I had read the diſſertation of the celebrated Mr. 
Michaelis upon it; according to which it can be of no uſe at all 


for determining the dates above mentioned. I had, therefore, fixed 
upon the dates I have ſuppoſed for the birth and death of Chriſt 


upon hiftorical confiderations only, without the leaſt regard to 
this prophecy ; and in this publication I had no deſign to make 
any uſe of it at all, till I met with Mr. Blayney's Diſſertation 


upon that ſubjet. This I peruſed with great ſatisfaction. For, 
though I ſtill think there are ſeveral paſſages in the prophecy 
which will admit of farther illuſtration, and I cannot approve of 


his verſion in all reſpects, this excellent critic appears to me to 


have thrown great light upon it. He, therefore, drew my atten- 
tion more particularly to the ſubject, after I had not only com- 
pletely ſettled my plan of the Harmony, but even compoſed 
the whole of the preceding ſection. \ 


In 
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In chis ſlate of mind, it was certainly natural to endeavour to 
find ſuch an interpretation of the prophecy as would agree with 
thoſe dates, which hiſtorical conſiderations had induced me to 
fix upon. As I frankly acknowledge theſe views, and that 
I ſhould never have thought of the following interpretation of 
this famous prophecy, unleſs. I had previoully f fixed the dates 
which I ſuppoſe to be referred to in it, the reader will make 
what allowance he thinks proper for this biaſs. 


Mr. Blayney's tranſlation of the whole prophecy 1 18 as follows, 
p- 67. | 


60 Seventy, ſeventy years of reſt 7 deſolation) "PRE * 

* upon thy people, and upon thy holy city, to check the 

* revolt, and to put an end to fins, and to make atonement 

« for iniquity, and to bring again the righteouſneſs of antient 

times, and to ſeal (that is, authenticate) the divine oracle, and 

the prophet, and to anoint (that 1 is, 3 anew) the 
© moſt holy _ N 


And chou ſhalt know and underfiznd, that from the going 
forth of a decree to rebuild Jeruſalem unto. the Meſſiah the 
* prince, ſhall be ſeventy and ſeven weeks, and threeſcore and 
« two years; it ſhall be rebuilt, till enlarging itſelf, and becom- 
ing more and more conſiderable, even amidſt times of diſtreſs. 


* And after the times ſeventy-ſeven and threeſcore and two, 
« Meſſiah ſhall cut off from belonging to him both the city 
and the ſanctuary; the prince that ſhall come ſhall deſtroy 
the people; and the cutting off thereof ſhall be with a flood; 
© (that is a hoſtile invaſion) and unto the end of a war, carried 
on with rapidity, , ſhall be deſolations. 


« But 
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* ſhall cauſe the ſacrifice wad meat forks to Pa b and the 


* abomination of deſolation ſhall'be upom the'botder;" (chat is, 
encompaſſiũg and preſſing eloſe upon the city and the temple) 
and an utter end, even a ſpeedy one, (or, even until an utter 


* end, and that a ſpeedy _ ſhall be Found ones Arg Aare 
* lated.” 


This tranſlation I very much approve in general, but take 
the liberty to differ from the excellent author in ſome parts of 
it, as well as in his r of it. | 


The capital advantage of Mr, Blayney' $ interpretation conſiſts 
in his ſuppoſing that the firſt part of the Angel's addreſs to Daniel 
referred to the ſeventy years captivity, and that they are not 
any part of the prophecy, as all other interpreters have 


imagined. But for this purpoſe he had no occaſion to make the 
word j a ſubſtantive, and tranſlate it reſt, for which he has 
by no means, as I think, advanced ſufficient reaſons. It 
| appears to me more natural to tranſlate that word as it is done 


in our verſion, and moſt of the antient ones, viz. determined, or 
marked out. But the /en/e that, Mr. Blayney affixes to this clauſe . 
is ſufficiently juſtified by a regard to the ſubject of Daniel's | 

prayer and anxiety. which preceded this remarkable viſion. 


Daniel ſays (Chap. ix. 2.) that in the year in which he.had 
this viſion, which was the firſt of Darius the Mede, he had under- 


| flood by books the, number / the, years whereof the word of the 
Lord came unto Jeremiah the prophet, that: he. 100 accompliſh 


ſeventy years in the deſolations of Jeruſalem; and aſter a confeſſion 
of the {ins of his people he intreats v. 16, 17, that God would 
turn away his fury from the city Feruſalem, and that he would 
cauſe his face to ſnine upon the ſancluary which was deſolate. 
Whilſt he was yet ſpeaking the angel accoſts him; and refer- 


ring, 
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ring, with the greateſt propriety, to the ſubject of his prayer, 
informs him that the ſeventy years deſolation of Jeruſalem, 
which had been the ſubjeR, of bis thoughts, mult be fulfilled, to 
puniſh his people for their ſins, to bring them back to the piety 
ol their anceſtors, and to verify the prophecy of Jeremiah ; and 
till that period, which was abſolutely determined in the decree 
of God the ſanctuary mult continue to lie deſolate ; but that 
from that period other more favourable events, the ae of the 
enſuing prophecy, would take place. 


In Tr interpretation Mr. Blayney ſuppoſes the ſeventy years 
of reſt, or deſolation, to have been paſt about the time of the 
viſion, viz. 536 B. C. and from that year, which was the ſame in 
which the Babylonian empire was overthrown by Cyrus, he 
dates the ſeventy-ſeven weeks, or 539 years tothe birth of Chriſt ; 
for thus he interprets the expreſſion, o Meffiak the prince. He 
places this event four. years before the chriſtian zra, and from 


tis he dates the 62 years, to terminate at the commencement 


of the Jewiſh war in 66, or the ſecond coming of Chriſt, to the 
deſtruction of Jeruſalem. And in the middle of the laſt week 
of this period, or between the years 66 and 73, the daily 
ſacrifice ceaſed ir in the 1 a ms te * final nere 
of it. Of: 217'} mo 4 | 
To prepare don way for my ing 1 wo d beg 3 
to divide the ſentence in the ſecond paragraph of Mr. Blayney's 
tranſlation in a manner different from his; but I flatter myſelf 
that, independent of any partieular interpretation, it will be 
thought more natural, eſpecially as it gives a date to an event 
mentioned immediately afterwards, which, according to Mr. 
Blayney, has no date at all. Inſtead therefore of reading as he 
does, that © from the decree to rebuild Jeruſalem unto. the 
Meſſiah the prince ſhall be ſeventy and ſeven weeks and three- 
* ove and two years, I would connect this latter term of 


years 
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years with the following ſentence ; ; reading thus, and in three- - 
ſcore and two years it nd be rebuilt, Sc. As to the inſertion 
of the particle in before a noun of number, I think it requires no 


| apology, as in all languages particles of that import are fre- 
quently underſtood. - 
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Farther, it appears to me that the mere birth of Chriſt, which 
produced no change in the face of the world, was not of itſelf 
of ſufficient conſequence to be announced, 'in this prophecy, in 
the manner that Mr. Blayney (and indeed almoſt every other 
interpreter) ſuppoles. I therefore think that the period 
diſtinguiſhed in this very particular manner, unto the Meſſiah 
the prince, refers to our Lord's entering upon his office of 
public inſtruftor, the time in which, his divine commiſſion, and 
princely power, his appearing in the form of God, and eſpecially 
his being declared to be the /on of God with power by the reſurrec- 
tion from the dead actually took place. This was a period 
reſpecting the Meſſiah which was certainly diſtinguiſhed in the 
annals of providence in the moſt illuſtrious manner ; being, 
without all diſpute, the moſt important period from the begin 
my of the world to the final conſurmation of all things. 


Now from this moſt remarkable year 29, | there were exactly ; 

77 weeks of years, or 539 years, to the year 510 B. C. in which, 
and not before, by the order of Darius Hyſtaſpes, the decree 

of Cyrus, empowering the Jews to return to their country 
and rebuild the temple, was actually executed. This therefore 
appears to me to be a more important æra in the Jewiſh hiſtory 
than that of the decree of Cyrus. Under Cyrus there was a 
mere order, but under Darius the ſame order renewed, attend - 
ed with ſufficient n to carry it into execution. 


| "Beſides, it it is to be obſerved, that the prophecy leaves us at 
liberty to fix upon any * that was * for this purpoſe, | 
and 
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and therefore Mr. Mayne, with great e. Wann it, 
* from a decree. 


1:43 160 011. 
That the term of the 70 years captivity was 2 at the 
time of the vision, as Mr. Blayney's tranſlation implies, cannot 
be ftriftly true; for the Jews were then at Babylon, and there 
was not even a decree in their favour till the reign of Cyrus, which 
ſucceeded that of Darius the. Mede, in the very firſt year of 
which was this viſion. There i is, tlierefore, on this account, a 
peculiar propriety in the old tranſlation of the word Jon are 
determined or decreed, and therefore muſt have their aceom- 
pliſhment. 


| 2» alſo. [4 no -— walls * fannols has the 6 — 2k aid 
rebuild, ſhould, be. underſtood literally, of the rebuilding the 
walls of the town, but figuratively, as they are frequently 
applied, meaning the reſtoration of the civil polity of the Jewiſh 
nation. Beſides, the words may be applied to the actual build- 
ing of the temgle at Jerulalem,, which was agcompliſhed under 
Darius Hyſtaſpes only; and this was an event of much more 
importance than the walls of the city: and from this building of 
the temple, the paſſover, which was the moſt important of all 
the Jewiſh feaſts, and the rule for all the reſt, began to be cele- 
brated; after the n ROT 10 che en 

anbei dee Fan * 9. 11-26. Du «t 

It may allo be faid pg igp 6 3 the proper time 6 the 
return of the Jews from the Babyloniſh captivity, ſome account, 
ought to be taken of the ſecond return under Ezra, in the 
ſeventh year of Artaxerxes, that is in 458, or rather 448 
B. C. and if fo, the mean, date of the return will, fall ſome- 
where between the return under Cyrus and that under Artax- 
erxes, and therefore 5M; conveniently enough be ixed for ihe 


ego of Dans... aii. 11. EY; Q3 7 SOM Gf 11940 1 
[9 
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E is worthy of particular conlideration, that, acco ang t6 
the tenor of this famous prophecy, the commencement 
period of ſeventy-ſeven weeks coincides with the expiration of 
the leſſer period of ſeventy years of deſolation; and if 

| theſe commence, as any perſon would naturally i imagine, at the 
deſtruction of Jeruſalem by Nebuchadnezzar, when only an end 
was put to the civil and eccleſiaſtical polity of the Jews, the 
termination falls preciſely on the date of the editt of Darius, the 
former happening in . Ver 580 B. C. and 110 latter 1 in is 
year 510. 


To date the commencement of the ſeventy years captivity 
ſrom the reign of Jehoiakim, when it took place only very par- 
tially, and when the temple was ſanding, all the forms of the 
Jewiſh religion kept up, and Jewiſh kings reigning in Jeruſalem 
ſeveral years aſter, appears to me to have been adopted too 
haſtily by moſt, if not all commentators who have written on 
the abel, from not attending to any other date for the expi- 
ration of cheſe en years ene mere decree of A £ 


1 * the ſeventy years captivity | dem the commencement 
of the ſiege of Jeruſalem, when the calamities of the Jewiſh 
nation began, and not from the actual deſtruction of it, which 
was two years afterwards; but this appears to me ſufficiently 
near the truth, and as the prophecy is delivered in whole num- 
bers, it cannot but be deemed quite ſufficient that the com- 
pletion terminate, at the neareſt whole number. Indeed no 


commentators think themſelves abſol utely bound to > greater 
exact nels. | 


"Beſides the building of the + nels hs not en com- 
pleted, and the edifice dedicated, till the ſeventh year of 
Darius, or 505 B. C.; ſo that taking the middle between theſe 
two terms, from 5 10, when the building was commenced, to 50g, 
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(viz.) 507* B. C. for the building of the temple, we may date 


the 70 years captivity from the vow Pm ene whe MER 
ny: the final deſtruction ol Fan If iN 


That the Gventy. years . as it is pn lot, 
or more properly, the ſeventy years deſolation of Jeruſalem, 
and more eſpecially of the temple, did not expire till the reign 
of Darius Hyſtaſpes, may, I'think, with certainty be inferred 
from Zachariah i. 12. This prophet had a viſion (an account 
of which is given in this chapter) in the ſecond year of Darius, 
the very year in which, his decree to rebuild the temple at Jeru- 
ſalem was made; and in this yifion an angel of the Lord is 
repreſented. as ſaying, O Lord of. hoſts, how long wilt thou not 
have mercy on Jeruſalem, and on the cities of Fudah, againſt 
whach thou haſt had indignation theſe threeſcore and ten years? 
I cannot help thinking this to be deciſive; in favour of the 
ſeventy years captivity, or deſolation, having terminated in the 
reign of Darius Hyſtaſpes, and conſequently of them having 
commenced at the deſtruction of jeruſalem hy Nebuchadnezzar; 
and therefore that it is from the decree of Darius that we are 
to 1 ern foretold in this n e of Daniel. 

1 e des 

+ the preceding . 1 ſuppoſe an error of ten 
years in the time alloted by all chronlogers to the reign of 
Xerxes. But this I think has been ſufficiently proved by Mr. 
Lauchlan Taylor, in his Eſay on the'Revelation, viz. that in 
reality, he did not reign more thaneleyen years, though the 
canon of Ptolemy gives him twenty one. This appears to me 
to be a diſcovery of ſo much conſequence” in chronology, and 
eſpecially for the interpretation of prophecy, that 1 ſhall 
ſubjoin all that he has ſaid upon this ſubje&in a diſtin ſection; 
and 1 am the more induced to do this; a8 I believe) Mr. Taylors 5 
* not muck knows in England, | oo 
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1 alſo think there is a pretty plauſible ground for dating the 
65 years, after wich the city ſhould be rebuilt; from the decree 
of Darius in 310 B. C. when Ind, in Prideuux's tables, that from 
this time to the actual rebuilding of the city under Nehemiah 
in 445 B. C. there is 65 years (allowing for the error above 
mentioned in the intervening reign of Xerxes), and aſſuming 
the middle date for the rebuilding of the temple above men- 
tioned, this period will be exactly 62 r the NERO at 
* not exceeding half a ewe SN 
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e of fappoſitiz; 'with Mr. 0 and moſt others, 
that the time when the Meſſiah ſhould cut off the eity and 
ſanctuary is to be dated from the commencement” of the Jewiſh 
war, in the year 66, I fuppoſe the completion of it to be intended 
in the prophecy, or the year 73; and it is remarkable enough 
that from the time of this viſion, in the firſt year of the reign of 
Darius the Mede (which immediately ſucceeded the taking of 
Babylon by the Medes and Perſians) and which correſponds 
to the year 538, or with the correction above mentioned 528 
B. C. to this date, were exactly 77 weeks of years, and 62 ſingle 
years, or 601 years. And it is obſervable that in this part 

\of the prophecy theſe periods of years, which are repeated 
from the preceding part? of the prophecy;' are not ſaid to 
commence from the æra of the decree to rebuild ' Jeruſalem. 
It is only ſaid that after the times 77 and 62' Meffiah ſhall cut off, 
Sc. Theſe two periods, and not a different one, comprehend- 
ing them both; was probably made: uſe of for the eaſier recol- 
leftion of them on account of the ſame numbers baving been 
uſed * before, though contmencing: from a ma date. ; 
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| The laſt week I make to be the very fams with Mr. Blay- 
| ney, ſuppoſing the termination oflit to be in the year 7, and 

. that in the middle of his week the Meſſiah. did actually 
| - cauſe. 
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cauſe the ſacrifice and meat offering to . * the deſtrue- 
tion ale IG. err PRIN end 95 » 


190 or e Sftinftnes, 1 ſhall 50 a ne bannt | 
or this tee on 5g cowards intermixed with it. 


Seventy, I 3 Pres years of deſolation, commeneing at 
the deſtructionof Jeruſalemandof the templeby Nebuchadnezzar, 
and ending at the rebuilding of the temple under Darius, are 
decreed upon thy people, and upon thy holy city, to check 
the revolt, to bring again the righteouſneſs of antient times, 
and to fulfil the prophecy of Jeremiah. Till this period 1 
expired, the ny W continue e Al: 


And 3 malt know il ized; that hs: the 8 
forth of this decree of Darius to reſtore Jeruſalem, unto the 
time that the Meſfiah ſhall appear in his princely power; with | 
his commiſſion from God, to preach the glad tidings of the 
goſpel, ſhall be 77 weeks of years, or 539 years; but that after 
threeſcore and two years from the fame decree, the city itſelf 
ſhall be actually rebuilt, with its walls and gates; and it ſhall 


enlarge itſelf, and become more and more conſiderable even 
amidſt times of diſtreſs. 10 C9200 910 | 


Alſo, alter che ſame periods of years which have been juſt 
mentioned, viz. 77 weeks of years, and 62 ſingle years, in all 
601 years reckoned from the preſent time, Meſſiah, who on 
— his firſt appearance will be rejected by the- Jews; ſhall reject 

them from being his people, and ſhall have completely cut off 
both the city and the ſanctuary. And the Romans whom he 
ſhall employ to execute his juſt vengeance, ſhall deſtroy the 
people, and this deſtruttion ſhall be moſt rapid and complete. 


In 
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In the laſt week ofthis whole term, or the laſt ſeven years, pre- 
ceding the year 73, the Meſſiah ſhall confirm a covenant with 
many; numbers adhering to his cauſe, and being reſcued by 
him from impending deſtruction. And in the midft of this 
dreadful week, that is, in the year 70, he ſhall cauſe the ſacrifice 
and meat offering to ceaſe, in the utter deſtruction of the temple 
and the city; the abomination of deſolation ſhall be in the 
temple itſelf, and an utter and ſpeedy end will be put to 


the whole of the Jewiſh conſtitution. See Michaelis on this 
part of the prophecy. | 


New as this interpretation is, in almoſt all its parts, I 
hope that, in a ſpeculation of ſo much difficulty, the reader will 
not reject it on that account. Since the conjectures of learned 
men relating to this remarkable prophecy have been ſo ve 
different, there is, certainly, leſs reaſon for attaching ourſelves to 
any one of them, and more on oe giving due attention to 
others. | 


The WER will pleaſe to take notice that, i in the 07 
computations, I have made uſe of Prideaux's chfonological 
tables, ſubjoined to his Connexion, than which n can n be : 


more unexceptionable. 

For yet greater diſtinQnsſs, I ſhall ſubjoin a chronological 
table of all the dates referred to in the preceding interpretation 
eorretted by res by ten years! ow the reign. of — and 
& ie of all the r | 


Nebu- 
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„ 
N ebuchadnezzar befieges Jeruſalem 580 
He defroys the city and temple TS 50 


The commencement of the empire of Den the 5 
Mede, in che year of the vifion I 320 a 


The building of the rn reſumed by order 03'S $10 


Darius Hyltaſpes „ 
The middle term 8 the commencement 3 41 5 
- finiſhing of i | en 8 
Nehemigh rebuilds the walls of — or- [2 
| der of Artaxerxes „ 5 445 7 
The year of Chuilt's dend | en * <4 
The commencement of the Jewiſh v „ 667 | 


The dftruion ofthe temple in the man f th 
war between 66 and 7g ? ag 


| 3 
The termination of the war . ; in) 
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44 -- OBSERVATLONS, ONE 


SECTION IV. 


Mr. en Taylor's Obſervations concerning the lakh 


of the Reign of Xerxes, from his Eſſay on ſome Paſ- 
ory the Revelation, Sc. p. 1 915 3 


HERE are e differences among n 
concerning the length of the reign of Xerxes. Diodo- 
rus, and the chronologers who have followed him, affirming 
that Xerxes reigned twenty years before the reign of his ſon 
Artaxerxes commenced; whereas Petavius hath offered a 
proof, from the hiſtories of Herodotus and Thucydides, 
that Artaxerxes began his reign in the twelfth year of the 
reign of bis Latber Xerxes, he having been (as he ſuppoſes) 
dan admitted by him into an equal ſhare of the government 
with himſelf. The authorities upon which Petavius grounds 


4 | 


his opinion are, beyond all queſtion, ſuperior to that of Diodo- 


rus in point of antiquity; as both the above-mentioned hiſto- 
rians wrote not long after the period in queſtion.. Let us 
therefore examine their writings with the utmoſt accura- 


cy, that we yt ſee what light theſe ancient authors throw 
_ the ſubject. 


"0 © Herodotus, who was born 1n the reign of Xerxes, relates, 
L. VII. C. 20. that, in the beginning of the fifth year of his 
reign, Xerxes entered upon his Grecian expedition, by 
marching his numerous armies towards Sardis, and that he 
took up his winter quarters there. Conſequently, his paſſage 
over the Helleſpont, which happened the ſpring following, 
and the defeat of his navy at Salamis by Themiſtocles, in 


Ottober 


— 


HARMONY OF THE EVANGELISTS. #3 
ORtober following, muſt have been in the ſixth year of his reign; 
and the defeat of his army under the command of Mardonius, 
by the Lacedemonians and Athenians at the battle of Platea, 
(which, according to all hiſtorians, happened in the September fol- 
lowing) muſt have been in the ſeventh year of his reign. The 
year following, viz. the eight of Xerxes, Thucydides tells us 
L. 1. S. 94, that the Grecian fleet under the command of 
Pauſanias the Lacedemonian, invaded Cyprus, and overthrew 
many cities; that after this expedition, Pauſanias beſieged 
and took Byzantium, (which muſt have happened the year aſter 
the expedition againſt Cyprus, and in the ninth year of Xerxes); 
that, immediately after this ſucceſs, he entered upon a treaſon- 
able correſpondence with Xerxes; and having for ſome time be- 
haved very haughtily, the a 80 accuſed him of affecting 
a princely dominion: that upon this- he was recalled by the 
Spartans ; and, though he was abſolved from the crime of trea- 
ſon, yet, that the Spartans would not reſtore him to his former 
command, but allowed it to be given by the confederates to the 
Athenian generals. This muſt have happened in the tenth 
year of Xerxes. He then relates, that although Pauſanias was 
not intruſted with any public command; yet, that he might be 
in a condition to effect his treaſonable deſigns, he ſet out in an 
armed ſhip for Byzantium ; but, being driven from thence by 
the Athenians, he fixed his reſidence about Troy: that the 
Spartans receiving intelligence of his treaſonable machinations 
there, ſent one of their. officers to bring him home; and 
that, ſome time after his return, his treachery being fully proved, 
he was ſtarved death. This (it is highly probable) happened 
in the eleventh year of Xerxes's reign. Immediately after 
the diſcovery of the treaſonable practiſes of Pauſanias and his 
death, the Spartans (as Thucydides relates) accuſed Themiſ- 
tocles of being one of his aſſociates, and offered a proof thereof; 
and that Themiſtocles, not chuſing to ſtand a trial, fled, firſt to 
Corcyra, afterwards to the king of the Moloſſi, and laſt of all 
to Epheſus, where, he tells us, Themiſtocles wrote a petition 
| E : to 
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to the king of Perſia (whom Thucydides expreſsly calls Artax- 
erxes) and who, as he ſays, began his reign a very little before 


that time; and conſequently the above accuſation againſt 


Themiſtocles, and the greateſt part of the time which he ſpent 
in his flight, appears to have happened in the eleventh and 
laſt year of Xerxes's reign, and the firſt year of the reign of 

Artaxerxes. | 


« Petavius was of opinion, that, after this period, Xerxes 
reigned for ſeveral years jointly with his ſon Artaxerxes. But, 
though it muſt be allowed that ſometimes the Babylonian and 
Perſian kings did admit their fons into an equal ſhare of the 
government with themſelyes, yet this ſeems only to have been 
the caſe, when the father had been the firſt king of his family, 
or when, through the infirmities of old age, they found them- 
ſelves incapable to conduct the affairs of government without 
a partner. Thus Nabopolaſſar, in his old age, admitted his 
ſon Nebuchadnezzar to the throne before his death ; and alſo 
Darius, in the decline of life, admitted his ſon Xerxes to the 
ſame honour, that the ſucceſſion in their poſterity might 
continue without oppoſition, efpecially as the fathers themſelves 
had been the firſt kings of their families. But, ſince the ſuc- 


ceſſion had been eſtabliſhed in the perſon of Xerxes, there 


appears to have been no reaſon for ſuſpecting that it would be 
queſtioned with reſpe& to his ſon Artaxerxes; and it is evident 


that Xerxes was not old in the eleventh year of his reign, 


as he was born after his father aſcended the throne. The 
learned Petavius (as I formerly obſerved) is of opinion that 


the flight of Themiſtocles happened in the twelfth year of 


Xerxes's reign; and that he might reconcile the hiſtory of 
Thucydides with the annals of Diodorus (who makes Xerxes 
to have reigned only one year with his father, and twenty with- 


out a partner) he ſuppoſes that Artaxerxes had been raiſed to 


the throne by his father *. years before his father's death.“ 
in 
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It is indeed univerſally agreed that Xerxes was advanced 
by his father Darius to an equal ſhare of the government with 
himſelf; but the time when this happened is not certain; and 
this is not much to be wondered at, ſince it is generally acknow- | 
ledged, that the firſt Grecian hiſtories were written in the 
reign of Darius, and conſequently, theſe being "compoſed in 
an age only emerging from ignorance and fable, muſt have 
been very imperfect. It is rather more probable, as Darius 
vas much advanced in life before his Scythian expedition, that 
prior to his entering upon it, he raiſed his ſon Xerxes to the 
throne,. that he might maintain the government during his 
abſence, and that, whatever calamities might befal him in that 
dangerous war, at ſuch a diſtance from his dominions, he might 
ſecure the regal power to his deſcendants: His Scythian expe- 
dition was Eoiſked ſome time before the battle of Marathon, 


which was faught five years before the death of Darius, accord- 


ing to Herodotus ; we. may therefore ſuppoſe, for the above 
reaſons, that Xerxes began to reign nine years before his father's 
death, and theſe added to his twelve years reign without a part- 
ner will make his whole reign to have been twenty-one 
years (which ſuppoſing them to have been marked in the pub- 
lic regiſters of the empire) might have occaſioned the miſtake 
of Diodorus. But, whatever there may be in this, yet, as 
Diodorus lived four hundred years after Thucydides, we 
ought, in all reaſon, ro prefer the authority of the laſt-mentt- 
oned writer, who, as Cornelius Nepos obſerves, lived the 
neareſt to Themiſtocles of all thoſe who have wrote the hiſtory 
of theſe times, and was alſo of the ſame city. And it is very 
| obſervable he not only declares that, after Themiſtocles fled to 
Epheſus, he ſent a petition to Artaxerxes; but, in that peti- 
tion he claimed the merit of ſignal ſervices which he had done 
to Xerxes after his defeat at Salamis, without making any 
appeal to Xerxes himſelf, which he certainly would have done 
if Xerxes had been alive, and poſſeſſed of an equal ſhare of the 
government with his ſon. I know, that the annals of the 
E 2 | | Athenian 
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fleet being given by che confederates to the Athenians, in order 
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Athenian Archons, in the Oxford marbles, and thoſe of others, 
make a much longer time from the defeat of Xerxes to the 


| flight of Themiſtocles ; but, as they have been found incorrect 


in ſeveral inſtances, even by their greateſt admirers, ſo none 
of theſe authors can be ranked with nn either in ** 
of accuracy or antiquity.” 


« That Xerxes reigned only eleven years, and that the fight 
of Themiſtocles happened, moſtly; in the firſt year of Artax- 
erxes, will alſo be confirmed by the following obſervations.” cf 


af Asit 3 is clear 3 the above, that the battle of Platea 


was fought in the ſeventh year of Xerxes, ſo Thucydides re- 


lates, that, after this defeat of the Medes at Platea, and after- 


wards in a ſea-fight at Mycale, the Athenians (whoſe eity had 


been deſtroyed before the battle, and who had betaken them- 
ſelves to their ſhips) proceeded to the fiege of Seſtos; and, 
having taken that city, they paſſed the winter there, and that 
next ſummer they left the Helleſpont, and, having brought 
with them their houſehold furniture and goods, which they 
had-conveyed to the -neighbouring iſlands, when they were 
obliged to leave the city, they began a-new to rebuild their 


houſes; and by the inſtigation, and under the conduct of 


Themiſtocles, in oppoſition to the remonſtrances of the Spar- 
tans, to rebuild the walls of Athens, and to enlarge and 
fortify their naval harbour at the Pyraeum; which (although 
Thucydides ſays they were not long in finiſhing them) muſt 
have taken up probably more than two years. This brings us to 
the tenth year of Xerxes's reign, when we obſerved formerly, 


Pauſanias was deprived of the command of the allied fleet, and 
it was given to the Athenians.” 


wy a Thucydides relates, that the command of the 


that 
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that they might proſecute the war more ſucceſsfully, againſt the | 
Perſians, they enatted, with the conſent of. their allies, that a 
tax-ſhould be paid by them; and Plutareh: affirms, that The- 
miſtocles was employed to levy theſe taxes, and that he uſed 
force and great ſeverity in executing! that office. This, it 
would appear, enn in we noo n the _— 
Xerxes. 5 | 1 ! 70 
lt Hao! gn 5 Sbg. li Un z. 


1 81 lh Fed finker, * der dhe great power 


* which Themiſtocles had acquired, and the great ſeverity which 


he had uſed, provoked the jealouſy of his countrymen, and the 
ill-will of their allies to ſuch a degree, that he was baniſhed 
Athens, which , muſt: have happened a little before Pauſanias 
was brought a ſecond time to-trial by the Spartans. And, as 
it appears from Thucydides, that this trial of Pauſanias con- 
tinued a long time, we muſt conceive, that it took up the 
greateſt part, if not the whole, of the eleventh year of the 
reign of Xerxes. Thucydides alſo affirms that, immediately 
_ after the trial and death of Pauſanias, Themiſtocles was accuſed 
by the Lacedemonians, and that he ſaved himſelf from their 
perſecutions by a * and dangerous a | 


The latter part of the above Sachen is confirmed 
7 what Thucydides obſerves, L. 1. F. 96, and 98, that 
after the Athenians had received from their confederates | pro- 
per ſupplies for the equipment and maintenance of their fleets. 
and armies (which happened, according | to therabove, in the 
tenth year of Xerxes) the only two naval expeditions of any 
conſequence, in which they were engaged before the flight of 
Themiſtocles, were that againſt the Caryſtians in Eubza, 
whors, after ſeveral engagements, they brought to terms, and 
that againſt Naxos, in which they were employ ed when Themiſ: 
tocles was making his eſcape to Epheſus. The firſt of theſe 
expeditions muſt have occupied them during the eleventh year 
of Xerxes 's reign; eſpecially if we conſider, that, immedi- 

ately 
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ately before this expedition, they had been engaged in plunder- 
ing the iſland of Scyros, tranſporting the inhabitants, and in 
planting it with a colony of their own people, And Thucy- 
dides relates, that, when Themiſtocles, in his voyage to Ephe- 
ſus, came in fight of the Athenian camp in the iſland of Naxos, 
he was greatly terrified, leſt he ſhould have fallen into their 
hands. Now, ſince it is evident, that, at this time, the Athe- 
nians and their confederates had not conquered that ſmall iſland 
of Naxos, (which was at no great diſtance from them) we 
muſt conceive that it was either in the ſpring, or early in the 
ſummer, that Themiſtocles failed by their fleet, and that he ar- 
rived at Epheſus ſome time before the end of the month of Au- 
guſt, or the firſt day of the month Thoth ; and, as Thucydides' 
affirms, that Themiſtocles, upon his arrival at Ephelus, ſent a 
letter to the king of Perſia; ſo he expreſsly calls this prince Ar- 
taxerxes, who, he ſays, was he ſon of Xerxes, and had newly 
begun to reign, His words are, 7 Rariuare, L. 1 S. 137. 


From all theſe chin gs put together, it is moſt GS that 
Themiſtocles ſent his letter before the month Thoth ; and con- 
ſequently, that Artaxerxes had begun his reign ſome time be- 
fore that period. Now, as it is well known, that the Chaldean 
and Egyptian aſtronomers counted the reigns of their kings 
from the month Thoth; and that when any Prince began his 
reign, although it had been only a few days before that month 


began, yet theſe were accounted by them as the firft year of his 


reign, and that when the month Thoth was commenced, it was 
reckoned by them as the beginning of the ſecond year of his 
reign ; ſo ve have reaſontoconclude, from every view of theabove- 
mentioned facts, that Xerxes reigned only eleven complete 
years, and that, according to the chronology of the Egyptians 
and Chaldeans, the moſt part of that time which was taken up 
by Themiſtocles in flying from place to place, to avoid the per- 

ſecutions of his enemies, is not to be referred to the laſt year of 


the reign of Xerxes, but to the firſt year of the reign of his ſon 
Artaxerxes.“ 


SECTION 
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SECTION. V. 


1 2 | 
Kerxes reigned only eleven Years, and not twenty-one. Xn 


FL what Mr. Taylor has advanced in ſupport of his opinion 
that Xerxes reigned only eleven years, and againſt Artax- 

erxes having been aſſociated in the empire with him during the 

ten laſt years of his . according to M I would add, 


Firſt, that it appears E kiſtory of Perſia at che death of 

Xerxes, who was aſſaſſinated by Artabanus, that Artaxerxes was 

at that time but a youth ; ſo that if he had been aſſociated with his 

father m the empire ten years before his death, he muſt have 

been a mere child, and yet, according to Thucydides, it was 

to Artaxerxes, and not to Xerxes, that Themiſtocles was intro- 
duced, at the very beginning of thoſe ten years. 


Secondly, Artaxerxes was only the third ſon of Xerxes, ſo 
that if any 2 the ſons had been made aſſociate in the empire 
along with the father, there is no reaſon to think that the pre- 
ference would have been given to him, rather than to one of his 
elder brothers, and eſpecially to Darius, who was the eldeſt. 
But, indeed, no antient hiſtorian makes the leaſt mention of any 
of the ſons of Xerxes having been aſſociated with him in the 


empire. 


Thirdly, we find noting ſaid concerning Xerxes, from the 
time of his return from the Grecian expedition'to the time of his 
death. Or, if his name be mentioned, it is only as the king of 

Perſia, 
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Perſia, by later hiſtorians, who took it for granted that he was 
then upon the throne. | 


Fourthly, the el that Xbrcks rei gneq only eleven years, 
and not twenty-one; and yet that no addition is to be made to 
oy reign of Artaxerxes on that account, appears to me to be 


by dhe. computation of the eclipſes of the ſun which 


are e faid to have happened in the courſe of his reign. 


Herodotus" ſays (Lib! 5 ap. 97 that in the beginning of 
the ſpring - (apo Tw Sc) When Xerxes was ſailing from Sardis, 
where he had wintered on his expedition into Greece, the ſun, 
leaving his place in the heavens; became inWible (pore eye) when,” 
there were no clouds, and the Y was perfetily ſerene; /o that 
from being day it became night. This event terrified Xerxes 
very much; but his fears were allayed by his ſoothſayers, who" 
told him that the ſun repreſented the ſtates of Greece, which 
were going t to be N geren Us Perka was denoted by the 


moon. | 

The ſame writer clays (Lib. 8. cap. 7) that as ſoon as the 
people of Peloponneſus heard of the death of Leonidas at 
Thermopylæ, a great force, from all their cities, went in haſte, 


under the command of Cleombrotus, to the Iſthmus, which 


they fortified with a wall, as quickly as poſſible, working 
day and night, the Olympia and Carnea being then over“. 
He alſo ſays (Lib. 9. Cap. 6) that when the conſultation was 
held in conſequence of the offers made to the Athenians by 
Mardonius, the Lacedemonians were celebrating the Hyacyn- 
thia, which was in the month Hecatombœon, 1 in the year follow- 


* The Ohmpic games began on the 11th and ended on the 15th day of Hecatombœon, 
the firſt month of the Grecian year, which began with the firſt new moon after the 
ſummer ſolſtice ; and the Carnea began on the i 3th day of the month Carneus, anſwering 
to Metagitnĩon, the ſecond month in the Grecian year, and laſted 9 * This, threfore, 
was about the beginning of September. 


ing 
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ing, and that they had nearly completed chat wall; for they 
were then building the turrets (ea. ö 


Das that feſtival the 8 ſent Pauſanias, the 
ſon of Cleombrotus, with an army out of the Peloponneſus, 
Cleombrotus having died not long after he had brought away 
thoſe who were building the wall on-the Iſthmus; and he had 
brought them away becauſe when he was ſacrificing on account 
of the Perſian war, the ſun was darkened (o nes nuaupegn) which 
I believe is generally ſuppoſed to mean that this luminary was 
then eclißſed. This eclipſe, therefore, if it was one, happened 
ſometime between the middle of Metagitnion of one year, and 
the Hecatombceon of the year following, or between the begin- 
ning of September and the end of June. It evidently happened 
between the battle of Salamis and that of Platea, the former 
of which Petavius ſays ( Rationarium Temports p. 87) was upon 
the 20th of Boedromion, anſwering to the 23d of our Sep- 
tember “, and the latter on the third ae in the year 
following. 


I have carefully examined all the eclipſes for all the years that 
are uſually aſcribed to the reign of Xerxes, by the help of Mr. 
Ferguſon's tables, the ingenious author himſelf being ſo 
obliging as to give me his aſſiſtance in this work; and I find 
no total eclipſe of the ſun viſible at Sardis in that whole period; 
fo that Herodotus's account of the former of the eclipſes above 
mentioned muſt be exaggerated. But I do find an eclipſe of 
the ſun, of about five digits, viſible at Sardis on the 20th of 
March in the year 470 B.C. in which year he muſt have left 


* Sir Iſaac Newton ſays (O3/erwations on Daniel p. 142) that the battle of Salamis was 
in the autumn on the 16th of Munychion; but in this he muſt have been miſtaken, for 
then it would have been about the beginning of April. The ſame thing is repeated by 
him in his Chronology p. 356, where he ſays the eclipſe that followed-was of the moon. 

It ought to have been of the ſun, : 
| F Sardis, 
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Sardis upon the ſuppoſition of his having reigned only 11 years. 
The greateſt obſcuration was at 11 minutes paſt five in the 
afternoon. Now this being in the ſpring of the year, and about 
the time that ſo great an armament as that of Xerxes may be 
ſuppoſed to have been in motion, appears to me to make- it 


very probable that the year 470 B. C. was the very year of the 
expedition, 
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I do not, indeed, find any eclipſe of the ſun viſible at 
the Iſthmus within the limits marked out for the ſecond of the 
eclipſes mentioned above; but I think it very - poſſible that 
Herodotus, by the expreſſion above mentioned, might not 
intend an eclipſe. He only ſays that the /un was darkened ; and 
conſidering how ignorant and ſuperſtitious the Lacedemonidns 
were, above all the other people of Greece, it is very poſſible 
that Cleombrotus and his army would be ſufficiently alarmed, 
if, when they were ſacrificing on ſo very intereſting an occa- 
fion, thick clouds ſhould have ariſen pretty ſuddenly, and have 
obſcured the ſun. This is the ſum of the evidence from eclipſes, 
in favour of the expedition from Sardis having been in the year 

470 B. C. | : 
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They who give Xerxes a reign of 21 years rabbis that 
this expedition was in 480-B.C.; but there was no eclipſe of 
the ſun viſible at Sardis that year, though there was an eclipſe 
of about 6 digits viſible at the Iſthmus on the 2d of ORtober of 
the ſame year, which was a little after the time of the battle of 
Salamis, and therefore ſufficiently within the limits above 
mentioned; and for this, reaſon Sir Iſaac Newton has pitched 
upon the year 480 B. C. for that event; ſaying that, by cal- 


culation, this eclipſe fell on the 2d of October. Obſervations 
on Daniel p. 142. 


There was a ſmall ediple of the ſun viſible at Sardis on the 
20th of April 481 B.C. but this could hardly be ſaid to be 


early 
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early in the ſpring in that warm climate, it being in the time of. 
harveſt; and the hypotheſis of this having been the year of that 
expedition is not helped by the computation of the eclipſe at the 
Iſthmus in 480 B. C. becauſe this eclipſe would be much too late, 
being within a very few days of the time of the battle of Platea; 
whereas that eclipſe, if it was an eclipſe, was evidently over 
at the time of the conſultation above mentioned, before the 
Grecian army had leſt Peloponneſus. 


Thoſe who, with Sir Iſaac Newton, adopt the chronology 
of Ptolemy, as confirmed by the eclipſes which he repreſents as 
obſerved in certain years of the reign of Cambyſes and Darius, 
are not at liberty to avail themſelves of the eclipſe in 481, as 
fixing the time of Xerxes's expedition. For the whole ſeries 
of eclipſes fixes that expedition to the year 480 B. C. and no 
other, and will no more admit of its having been in 481 B. C. 
than in 470 B. C. = 


The ſame may be ſaid, concerning another eclipſe of the ſun, 
viſible at Sardis on the 17th of Feb. 478 B. C. which Kep- 
ler thought to be the eclipſe deſcribed by Herodotus, and to 
have happened when he was at Sardis the ſecond time, viz. 
on his return from Greece; and which in Mr. Coſtard's opi- 
nion fixes the expedition to the year 478; ſaying that at Smyr- 
na this eclipſe was of 11! digits. But, computing by Mr. 
Ferguſon's tables “ (which by comparing a computation of the 
eclipſe of 470 made by theſe tables, with another made in the 
moſt exact manner by Mr. Reuben Burrow, I find to be ſuffici- 


* To thoſe who have occaſion to examine antient eclipſes, I would recommend the 
uſe of Mr. Ferguſon's New Rotula, by the help of which a perſon may fee, in a very 
ſhort time, all the eclipſes of any year whatever, ſo as to form a pretty good judgment 
whether they will anſwer his purpoſe or not. And in a very few hours any of them 
may be computed and projected with ſufficient exactueſs by the tables and precepts in 
his treatiſe of Aſtronomy, I cannot expreſs how much ſatistaction I have had in the uſe 
of them upon this occaſion. | 
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ently exact for theſe purpoſes) I find that this eclipſe muſt have 
been a very inconſiderable one, the moon having at that time 


too much northern latitude to occaſion a RR ecliple 
in any er 


Upon the whole I think i it very probable, from this WP | 
that the expedition of Xerxes was in the year 470 B.C.; when 
there was a real eclipſe of the ſun viſible at Sardis, which 
Herodotus deſcribes in terms that cannot poſſibly admit of 
any other interpretation, and at the very time of the year 
in which he repreſents it to have happened, though the guan- 
tity of the eclipſe does not anſwer to his deſeription of it. 
Whereas, with reſpe& to the year 480 B.C. it is by no means 
certain that Herodotus mentions any eclipſe viſible at the 
Iſthmus, in the paſſage in which he has been ſuppoſed to ſpeak 


of one, and there was no eclipſe in that . at Sardis, where 
he certainly does deſcribe one. 


If my deductions from this eclipſe, concurring with Mr. 
Taylor's hiſtorical obſervations, be juſt, we muſt take ten years 
from the whole period of time preceding the reign of Xerxes; 


and I do not know of any hiſtorical or aſtronomical reaſon to 
the contrary. 


Before this eclipſe deſcribed by Herodotus, I find no men- 
tion of any other eclipſe, certainly connected with any hiſto- 
rical event, beſides that which appeared during the battle 
between the Lydians and Medes, on the banks of the 
river Halys, in the reign of Cyaxares. But this was ſo remote 
from that which was ſeen in the reign of Xerxes, and the inter- 


mediate events are ſo little known, that neither of them can be 
of the leaſt uſe in fixing the other. 


Beſides thefs, there are fix eclipſes of the moon mentioned 
by Ptolemy, as having been viſible at Babylon in certain years 


„ 
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of the Nabonaſſarian æra; viz. 257, 246, 225, 127, 28, and 
27. To thele dates he has alſo connected certain years of the 
Perſian and Babylonian kings, making 257, of the Nabonaſlarian 
ra correſpond to g1 of Darius Hyſtaſpes, 246 to 20 of the 
ſame prince, &c. And becauſe it is found by computation, 
that there were eclipſes of the moon viſible at Babylon in thoſe 
years 'of the Nabonaſlarian zra, it is taken for granted by 
Sir Iſaac Newton, Prideaux, and I believe all chronologers 
without exception, that Ptolemy's catalogue of kings is con- 
firmed by eclipſes, and therefore cannot be diſputed. 

But it appears to me 4 this foundation of Ptolemy's chro- 
nology is a very weak one; ſince there is no proper hiſtorical 
evidence, that thoſe eclipſes were eonnected with any events in 
the correſponding years of thoſe reigns. For any thing that ap- 
pears-to the contrary, Ptolemy has only annexed to the table of 
eclipſes, originally adjuſted to a table of the Nabonaſſarian æra on- 
ly, the years of the kings, according to his own ideas of their cor- 
reſpondence. This table of eclipſes Montucla ſays (Hiſtoire des 
| Mathematiques, vol. 1. p. 60) Ptolemy, no doubt, had from 
Hipparchus, who collected every thing he could of that kind; 
and Hipparchus, being merely an aſtronomer, it is the more 
probable that he was not ſolicitous about the adjuſtment 
of the years of the kings reigns to thoſe of the eclipſes ; 
and therefore that the years of the kings were added by 
Ptolemy himſelf. But whenever theſe years were added, there 
is no proof of their having been connected from the begin- 
ning; and without this, their proper . ou * to 


be admitted. 


The opinion of Petavius does not require any Jodnftion from 
the whole period of years before the reign of Xerxes. For 
though he adds ten years to the reign of Artaxerxes, he takes 
| nothing 
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nothing from the life or the reign of Xerxes, and though 
| Archbiſhop Uſher does take from the reign of n yet he 
adds juſt ſo much to that of Artaxerxes. 


8ECTION VI. 


Of the Duration of Chriſts Miniſtry. 


T is remarkable that, in collecting the opinions of chriſtian 
critics on the ſubject of this ſection, the farther we go back 
into antiquity, the ſhorter we find the duration of Chirſt's 
miniſtry was thought to be; and the oldeſt chriſtian fathers 
were almoſt univerſally of opinion, that our Lord preached 
no longer than one year, or one year and a few months. 


ir 


Sir Iſaac Newton ſays, in his Ob/ervations on Daniel, p. 
145, that © the chriſtians who firſt began to inquire into theſe 
things, as Clemens Alexandrinus, Origen, Tertullian, Julius 
Africanus, Lactantius, Jerom, Auſtin, Sulpicius Severus, 
“ Proſper, and as many as placed the death of Chriſt in the 
* 15th or 16th of Tiberius, make Chriſt to have preached but 
* one year, or at moſt but two; and at length Euſebius diſ- 
* covered four ſucceſſive paſſovers i in the goſpel of John, and 
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* thereupon ſet on foot an opinion that he preached three years 
and an half, and ſo died in the 19th of Tiberius.“ 


Tatian, who compoſed the firſt Harmony of the Evangeli/ts, 
and who wrote about the year 170, took it for granted that our 
Lord's mmiſtry was compriſed' within the ſpace of one year, 
and in this he was followed by Ammonius, and other harmo- 
niſts. 


The opinion of Euſebius is now generally prevalent, though 
there are ſome critics who extend the public miniſtry of Chriſt 
a year or two farther, | 

It is evident, however, that Euſebius had a very different 
idea of the diſtribution of the events in the goſpel hiſtory from 
our modern harmoniſts. He ſays (Hiſt. Lib. 18. Cap. 24) © It 
eis evident that all the acts of our Saviour related by Matthew, 
* Mark, or Luke, are thoſe that followed the impriſonment of 
John, and were compriſed within the ſpace of one year; and 
that John enlarged the hiſtory, by taking 1 in the events that 
5 preceded the impriſonment of the Baptiſt.” Euſebius, there- 
fore, throws that buſineſs into one year, which the generality 
of Harmoniſts diſtribute into two or three. 


I own I 0 help expreſſing my ſurpriſe, that ſo little 
regard ſhould have been paid to the opinion of thoſe who lived 
the neareſt to the times of Chriſt, and therefore had, certainly, 
the beſt opportunity of being well informed concerning it; and 
eſpecially that Sir Iſaac Newton himſelf, after reciting what I 
have quoted from him, ſhould extend the miniſtry of Chriſt ſo 
as to comprehend in it five paſſovers. And yet when Mr. 
Mann, with his modeſty and ingenuity, propoſed the original 
hypotheſis, of one year, he abſolutely ſtaggered and offended, 
as I may ſay, the whole chriſtian world; and I never heard of 
ſo muchas one ſingle perſon having adopted his opinion. 


Wich- 
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Without, however, being diſcouraged by this circumſtance, 
I thought that the deliberate ſentiments of ſuch a writer as Mr. 
Mann at leaſt deſerved attention; and I muſt acknowledge, 
that the more attention I have given to his fcheme, the more 
evidence I ſee in favour of it, and the more improbable every 
contrary hypotheſis appears to me; and I have at preſent a 


ſatisfaction that I cannot expreſs in reading the goſpel hiſtory 


with his ideas of it. Upon this plan, all the events have a much 
more ealy and natural connection than upon any other: 
they have conſequently a greater propriety, and an additional 
evidence. 


Mr. Mann ſeems to have been led to his hypotheſis by his 
peculiar interpretation of Daniel's prophecy of 70 weeks, with 


which he makes it correſpond. But though it has been ſeen 


that I agree with him in the time that he aſſigns for the birth 
of Chriſt, I think him miſtaken with reſpect to the time of 
his death, which he places in the year 26, or the 15th of 
Tiberius, reckoned from the time of his becoming aſſociate in 
the empire with Auguſtus. And I rather wonder that this 
excellent critic ſhould allow ſo much to the evidence of the 
chriſtian fathers in one of theſe caſes, and ſo little in the other ; 
eſpecially as the two opinions of Chriſt having preached but one 
year, and of his having been crucihed when the Gemini were 


conſuls, went together, and therefore reſt npon the ſame 
authority. | 


I ſhall now proceed to recite, in brief, the evidence that 
Mr. Mann has produced in fayour of his ſcheme, beſides what 
ariſes from its agreement with the dates that he aſſigns to the 
birth and death of Chriſt, and his interpretation of the pro- 


phecy of Daniel above mentioned. 


In 
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In addition to thoſe Fathers who held the ſame opinion with 


himſelf, quoted by Sir Iſaac Newton, he adds the un, 
of Juſtin Martyr, and Valentinus the heretic. 


Luke, he obſerves, mentions only two epochs; m his hiſtory of 
Chriſt, that of his birth, and that of his baptiſm; and therefore 
was with reaſon underſtood by the Fathers to comprehend in 
the ſecond epoch his death with his baptiſm, both happening 
within the compaſs of the ſame year, or but a few months 
more. To this, ſays he, may be added the probability that this 
evangeliſt mentions both Annas and Caiaphas as high 
prieſts, becauſe Annas was in that office in that year in which 
was moſt of the preaching and miraeles of Chriſt, and 
Caiaphas in the other, in the en of which our Lord ſuf- 


fered. 


D oe 1 in Iſaiah Ixi. 1, 2, which our Lord read in the 

5 nago e at Nazareth, and which he notified to be then fulfilled, 

he ſpirit of the Lord is upon me, for he has anointed me 

1 ver the acceptable year of the Lord, was antiently, he 

ſays, thought to ſignify that Chriſt was to preach but one year, 
diſtinguiſhed by that appellation. 


Matthew, Mark, and Luke evidently ſuppoſed the preaching 
of only one year; and even John's goſpel, which alone has 
been thought to ſuppoſe more, will not, in fact, be found to 
do ſo. For he mentions only one ſummer and one winter. 
He defcribes the events of only two paſſovers, one pentecoſt, 
one feaſt of tabernacles, and one feaſt of dedication ; and he 
mentions them in their natural order, if we ſuppeſe that the 
6th chapter of this evangeliſt hath been tranſpoſed out of its. 
proper place, and that it ſhould precede the geh. But the 
marks of the * he thinks to be evident. 
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1. The laſt words of chap. v. are mentioned. as ſpoken by 
Jeſus in Jeruſalem, and the words immediately following them, 
in chap. vi. without any introduction or preparation whatever, 
repreſent him paſſing out of Galilee to the eaſtern ſide of the 
ſea of Tiberias; but this is an ealy ſequel of the 4th chapter, 
which left him in Galilee. Again, the end of the 5th chapter 
has the ſame eaſy connection with the beginning of the 7th, that. 
the end of the 4th has with the beginning of the 6th. For in 
chap. v. 16 and 18, Jeſus, in Jeruſalem, is reaſoning with the 
Jews, who were ſeeking to kill him; and the 7th chapter opens 
with an account of his going into Galilee; becauſe the Jews ſought 
to kill him. But as the chapters ſtand at preſent, the 6th 
repreſents . him teaching at Capernaum, in Galilee ; and yet 
the 7th begins with theſe words, After theſe things Jeſus walked 
in Galilee, as if he had been juſt arrived there from ome other 
territory. B77 


2. The paſſovers, as the 8 are now ranged, are 
multiplied beyond all probability: for chap. iv. 43; Jeſus 
appears to be juſt returned from the firſt paſſover, and cures 
the nobleman's ſon at Capernaum ; and at the end of nine 

verſes more, v. 1. he is gone back to the ſecond paſlgver (as 
ſome reckon it) and nothing more is ſaid of him during the remain- ' 
der of that firſt year. From this imaginary paſſover v. 1. when 
Jeſus healed the cripple at the pool of Betheſda, to the feaſt of 
tabernacles, vn. 2. that is, according to the modern account, 
during all the ſecond year, the third paſſover, and half the 
third year, he 1s only faid to have worked one miracle, and the 
next day to have taught in Capernaum ; and nothing more is ſaid 
of him for all the reſt of the ſuppoſed eighteen months. Now 
doth it ſeem at all probable, that any perſon, profeſſing to 
write thg hiſtory of Chriſt's public. miniſtry, during the ſpace of 
about three years, ſhould omit near two years and a half of that 
time? 


3. It 
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g. It appears that Jeſus retired to the deſart of Bethſaida upon- 
the death of John the baptiſt, and there fed the five thouſand. 
This is mentioned John vi. 5; and yet, in v. 95, Jeſus at Jeru- 
ſalem, ſpeaks of him as of one who had been dead ſome time 
hefore. He was a burning and a ſhining light. But to this 


argument of Mr. Mann it may be replied, that it might refer 
to John's being in priſon, as well as to his being dead. 


It may be objected to he whole of Mr: Mann's n 
that in John vi. 4. we read, and the paſſover, a feaſt of the Jews, 
was nigh. But it cannot, he ſays, be ſuppoſed that John wrote 
ſo ; becauſe he had mentioned the paſſover in chap. ii. and even 
related ſeveral of the events of it; and therefore could not 
ſuppoſe chat his readers would want an explanation of the 
term in that place. Gerard Voſſius, therefore, and other 
critics, wobld read, and a feaſt of the Jews was nigh, and imagine 
that the word paſſover was firſt added, as a conjeural explana- 
tion of ſome perſon or other. However the antient Fathers 
could never have imagined, as they did, chat Chriſt preached 
only one year, if this third paſſover had been ſo expreſsly men- 
tioned in their copies of this goſpel. Beſides, there is no men- 
tion of Chriſt's aſſiſting at any third paſſover. | 
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SECTION VII. 


Remarks on ſome of the 2 of Mr. Mann, with 
Obſervations m Confirmation of them. 


2 I have given an epitome of the arguments that Mr. 
Mann has advanced in favour of his hypotheſis, to which 
I would add the following remarks, previous to ſome diſtinct 
additional arguments in favour of it. 


1. It has been obſerved, ſince Mr. Mann's publication, that 
Clemens Alexandrinus, and the reſt of the Fathers who embraced 
the ſame opinion, were led to it by their peculiar interpretation 
of the above mentioned paſſage in Iſaiah. On the contrary, 
it appears to me that the interpretation is ſo very ſingular 
and unnatural, that it could never have ſuggeſted the opinion; 
but that the opinion, once previouſly fixed, viz. that Chriſt 
preached only one year, might very eaſily have led ſuch inter- 
preters of the ſcriptures as the Fathers were to that explanation 15 
of the text; and that nothing but a correſponding opinion, 
generally received, could have made ſuch an interpretation 


ſupportable. It could never have ſtood i its ground againſt a 
contrary Opinion. 


2. Mr. Mann thinks that the Fathers ſuppoſed St. Luke, in 
the date that he fixes to the baptiſm of Chriſt, vz. the 15th of 
Tiberius, meant to include that of his death alſo; and that, 
in reality, it is to the latter event, as being the more important 
of the two, that thoſe dates correſpond. I own I ſee no foun- 


dation for this conſtruction, either with reſpect to the thing itſelf, 


or the opinion of the Fathers concerning it. On the contrary, 
6 | it 


HARMONY OF THE EVANGELISTS. 4 


it is certainly moſt natural to ſuppoſe that if Chriſt was bap- 
tiled in the 15th of Tiberius, and preached: one intire year 
after that, he muſt have died in the 16th of that emperor, which 
is. the year in which the Gemini were conſuls. . But notwith- 
ſtanding this miſtake of Mr. Mann, I think the conduct of 
Luke upon this occaſion affords almoſt a demonſtration that 
the year of Chriſt's death E followed that of his 


baptiſm. 


Luke has given us the date of John the Baptiſt's beginning 
to preach with a moſt remarkable preciſion. Now in 
** the 15th year of the reign of Tiberius Cæſar, Pontius Pilate 
being governor of Judea, and Herod being tetrarch of Gali- 
«© lee, and his brother Philip tetrarch of Iturea and of the region 
* of Trachonitis, and Lyſanias the tetrarch of Abilene, Annas 
* and Caiaphas being the high prieſts, the word of God came 
* unto John the ſon of Zacharias in the wildernefs,” Sc. There 
is, perhaps, no example of any other event ſg circumſtantially 
and emphatically dated, in the whole compaſs of hiſtory. Now 
can it be ſuppoſed that the ſame writer would leave an event 
of infinitely more conſequence, v1z. that of the death of Chriſt, 
_ with which his hiſtory terminates, without any date at all. But this 
1s the caſe if he has left no trace by which the one may be cer- 
tainly inſerred from the other; in conſequence of having 
confounded the events of ſeveral years, in ſuch a manner that 
no perſon can pretend to diſtinguiſh or number them, Whereas, 
the conduct of this writer is perfectly reconcileable with itſelf, 
upon the ſuppoſition that, in his idea, the year of the death of 
Chriſt immediately followed that of the preaching of John, 
no other year intervening between them. For then the date 
of the one would be abundantly ſufficient for the date of the 
other; and it was certainly more natural to give the date at 
the beginning than at the end of the work., 


Now 
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Now it is univerſally acknowledged that, had no other goſ- 
pel than that of Luke been extant, it muſt have been taken for 


granted, that the whole hiſtory, from. the commencement of 


the preaching of John to the death of Chriſt, was comprehended 
within the ſpace of leſs than two years, no mention of paſſo- 
vers, or any other . of une, b g the contrary. 


g. If ever any PS ought to be Mow to a negative argu- 
ment, I think we may ſafely conclude, from what Ireneus ſays 
on the duration of Chriſt's miniſtry, Lib. 2. Cap. 39, that he 
had not ſeen any copy of the goſpel of John that contained the 
word Tex in the 4th verſe of the 6th chapter. For though it is 
evident he was moſt eagerly bent upon collecting all the evidence 
he poſlibly could againſt the opinion of the Valentinians, viz. that 
Chriſt preached only one year; and he particularly remarks all 
the paſſages in the goſpel of John where he imagined a paſſover 
was intended, though not expreſſed; he makes no mention of 
this in the 6th chapter, but dwells upon that feaſt of which 
mention is made in the 5th chapter, on which Jeſus cured the 
infirm man at the pool of Betheſda. 


His commentator Mr. Grabe acknowledges that his author 


muſt have been miſtaken in his inference ; but ſays that, in the 5 


chapter following (which Ireneus had quoted in ſome other 
place) there was expreſs mention made of another paſſover. 
Had Ireneus ever ſeen that paſſage, as we now read it, he would, 
I doubt not, have preferred it (as infinitely better adapted to 
his purpoſe) to the feaſt mentioned in the 5th chapter, con- 
cerning which not the leaſt hint can be collected that it was a 
paſſover. It is remarkable, however, that, even with the help 
of this groundleſs aſſumption, Ireneus is nos able to extend the 


miniſtry of Chriſt beyond the ſpace of two years, by any evi- 
dence from the goſpel hiſtory. 


We" But 
„ - 
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But to ſhew how little credit is to be given to this writer 
upon this ſubject, and how far his zeal againſt what he deemed 
to be hereſy was capable of carrying him, he, in the ſame chap- 
ter, extends the life of Chriſt to a period beyond fifty years; 
partly on the ſuppoſition of the neceſſity of his being an ex- 
ample to perſons of every age, and partly on the evidence, as 
he ſays, of all the ancients who had converſed with the apoſtle 
John in Aſia, and of others who had the ſame account from 
other apoſtles. 


But it does not appear that Ireneus made many converts to 
his opinion. It is mentioned, indeed, by Auſtin, but only as 
the opinion of perſons unſkilled in hiſtory ; and we find the 
moſt learned Fathers who immediately, followed Ireneus, as 
Clemens Alexandrinus, Tertullian, Origen, &c. had embraced 
the reprobated opinion of Valentinus, without the leaſt men- 
tion of * contrary opinion e the leaſt notice. 


' Laſtly, it will hay found, upon examination; that Euſebius | 
could not have had a copy of the goſpel of John which had the 
word ra in the fixth chapter, and have ſuppoſed, as he 
did, that all the events mentioned by Matthew, Mark, and 
Luke, were n within the ſpace of one 7 
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4 OBSERVATIONS ON TAE 


SECTION VIII. 


Additional Arguments i in Support of the Hypothefs thas 
Chrift preached only one year and a 2 months. 


1 theſe remarks relating to ſome of the arguments 

alledged by Mr. Mann I would ſuggeſt the following diſ- 
tin& additional arguments in favour of the period which he has 
aſſigned to the public miniſtry of PUTTER 


1. Some very ſhort 2 of our Lord' + public miniſtry 
appear, 8 g to the accounts of all the evangeliſts, to 


have been very full of buſineſs. He ſeems to have been almoſt 
inceſſantly employed in teaching, in healing great numbers 
of diſeaſed perſons, and performing other miraculous works; 


and from the manner in which the evangeliſts deſcribe his uſual 
way of life, it ſhould ſeem that the greateſt part of his time was. 


thus fully employed. He continually went about doing good, 


making it kts meat ANY his drink to do the will 11 * —_— 


father. 


If, now, our Lord had oallſed three or four years in this man- 
ner, and the twelve apoſtles. had alſo been teaching and works 
ing miracles in fix different places for the ſpace of a 
year or more, in. that ſmall country, and the ſeventy allo in 
thirty five places more, forthe ſame ſpace of time, as is generally 
ſuppoſed; ſuch a number of miracles would have been performed, 
as we cannot but think, muſt have exceeded every proper pur- 
poſe of them. Either there could have been no unbelievers left 
in judea: or, if the tendency of the miracles had been to exaſ- 
perate, ſuch a — would have been raiſed in the minds 


of 


HARMONYVOF/THETEVANCELISTS. 4 
of the: Jewiſh "rulers, us, without u greater miracle than any of 
dhe reſt? could not but have terminated in his death long 
before. For my own part, inſtead of thinking a ſingle year 
not to have been ſufficient for the purpoſe of our Lord's miſlion, 
Ir F Vonder, conſidering —— he ſpent his time, 
that tlie incredulity — people could hold out, or that the ma- 
lice of his enemies could be reſtrained 1 i year. 


Nn 2 Tot 0. The 2 2336; el fü. Her: 912 


"| Gonfideting the Achent be A eee 
Jews "myſt Have bad dg 'the/pretenfions'of a Meſſiah, who 
made the appearance that Jeſus did, one may ĩndeed imagine, 
that the bulk, or the more depraved and worldly- minded of 
them mighe withſtand the evidence of miracles performed in 
one year ; but hiardly any degree of ineredulity can be ſuppoſed 
to W hot out againſt the thouſands, and ten thouſands of 
"miracles, that muſt have deen wrought upon the common. 
N eh | WR 


2. It is alſo m more eaſy 15 be 4 for che th of of the 
Soll, and: a 1 of the true nature of Chriſt's 
kingdom, even at, and after our Lord's s death, on the ſuppo- 
ſition that his 8 was of : a hort, than that i it was of a Tong 
duration. nous + r AI | 


nl: = ve | 2 1 
4 33 ili. 


"I If « our Laff it get Bite r deer years; had, | 
| conſequently, if the evangeliſts have ſometimes paſſed over all 
» the events of whole years at a time] is it not ſurpriſing, that 
none of chem ſhquld ever contiett Wölfe very diſtant, parts of 
their narrative by ſuch phraſes Js the yelr Jilin; after one, 
or after two years, Sr. Sc. The '/eaſons of the year ate ſome- 
times particularly diſtinguiſhed, and we find the exatt number 
of days that intervened betyeen two events carefully noted; 
but nothing that implies ſuch chaſms as are commonly. ſuppoſed 
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to be in the evangelical. biſtory. Their uſual 3 after 
theſe things, or re- cannot be ger to * 


Nr e eil 


8 1K 4 1 2 it; ah N gon ; 


Ti It 2 844 7 


* Jeſus had been _—_ 1 3 ele E's 
in * 5 — and in Galilee, almoſt a year before the death of John 
| the Baptiſt, agreeable to the common hypotheſis, Herod, who 
_ reigned in Galilee, could not but have heard .of him; and 
therefore could not but have known chat he a not, John 
that was riſen from the dead, as in Matt. kiv. 1. Whereas, 
if we ſuppoſe that Jeſus had preached only a few mocks before 
"the death of John, we may imagine, that, engaged as Herod 
was in a multiplicity of buſineſs and pleaſure, he might not have 
heard of him till that time; and therefore might, with ſome 
lauſibility, conjecture, as he did, that he was. John riſen 


rom the dead. This argument appears to me tobe almoſt con- 
clufive againſt the common — 


o 


5. All our Lord's W the evangeliſts give us any ac- 
count of, agree in ſo. many circumſtances, that they are evidently 
the ſame, and are ſuppoſed to be ſo by all harmoniſts. 
Now fince theſe four hiſtorians have ſelected very different 
events in our Saviour's life, is it not ſurpriſing, that all his 
journeys to Jeruſalem make no more than four; three of which, 
at leaſt, every pious ,Jew. was obliged to make i in the compaſs - 
of every year? Our Lord muſt have made that j Journey three 
or four times as often, in three or four years, and it may well 

25 be ſuppoſed that ſomething remarkable muſt. have happened 8 

| in ſeveral. of them, beſides thoſe four. John, Who ſupplies 

F many of the deficiencies of the other evangeliſts, only makes 

; up the number of them to four, He ſupplies many new diſ- 
courſes, and new. incidents, but no more journeys to Ir. 


ſalem than thoſe above . 


Ss > 
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If we read' the hiſtory of the evangeliſts with attention, we 
ſhall find ſeveral ſmall — of time, as was obſeryed before, 
exceedingly eroudęd with bufjneſs, particularly a week or two 
after his — in Galilee, after the firſt pafſover, and a 
week before his death, If only a month or two of the year 
were ſpent in this manner, all the buſineſs that is recorded 
in all the evangeliſts might have been tranſacted in it; 
ſo that, even upon this hypotheſis, we muſt ſuppoſe great 
omiſſtons in our Lord's nnr en Hen to the — 
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17 — han objected mg the: hypotheſis Lam ine 
that though i it; is:foſfible-that all tbe evemsithat.are expreſsly; 


mentioned in the hiſtory of our Lord, might have beęn eam 


prehended within the compaſs of one year, yet that ſeveral 
circumſtances, and expreſſions alſo lead us to ſuppoſe, that more 
is ſuppreſſed; than could be brought within that ſpace of time; 
particularly our Lord's tarrying and making diſciples in 
Judea before he went to Galilee, after the firſt paſſover, John 
mW. 22; his dwelling at Capernaum, Matt. iv. 13; and his 
going about all Galilee teaching in their ſynagogues, v. 23, on 
the ſabbath days, Luke tv. 31. It is allo ſaid, that the miſſions 
of the Twelve and of the Seventy, muſt have taken up more 
time than can be allowed for them on this hypotheſis. I ſhall 
therefore conſider all theſe caſes a little particularly ; and the 
illuſtration I ſhall give of them may perhaps aſſiſt us to under- 
ſtand the force of fimilar expreſſions, when {7 occur elſe- 
where. 


I. Though John ſpeaks of our Lord's tarrying in Judea, 


after the firſt paſſover, and before his going into Galilee, iii. 22. 


and making more diſciples there than John did at the ſame time, 
yet ſeveral circumſtances make it evident, that his ſtay in Judea 
at that time could not have been long. For not only do the 
other evangeliſts make no mention of this ſtay in Judea; but the 
manner in which they all relate the hiſtory of the firſt tranſactions 
in Galilee, ſhews that they had no idea of ny thing conſidera- 
ble — been done * —_ 


Matthew 
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| „Mathew ſays, iv. 7 that it was after his ee g to Che ; 


naum that, 7e/us began 
kingdom. owes e 25 at 


Mark, i. 11, MEL the great 2 of Je in Galllec to 
haye ariſen from the . N he b in che ſyna- 
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Inga . cloſely or his account Þ de cue 0 
Fon of his preaching in Galilee, ſaying, iv. 14. And -7e ſus 
returned in, the power of the, ſpirit 790 Fr Calile, and Bas 75 
« ome of en net alt region round , 
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"From the hiſtory of the en t the b 1 1d 


is e evident chat the Phariſees were, at that time, very attentiye 
t6 our Lord's condubt; ſo that his making diſciples in-the.neigh- 
bourhood of Kae cannot be ſuppoſed 10 have eſcaped, 

from which we may conclude, that 
whatever effect our Lord $ apprehenſions from the Jews could 
have had, pop 700 e n produced very ſoon, probably in. leſs 
thay A week „ Having een baptiſed. i in that country, having 


been diſtinguiſhed by a voice from heaven, and having been 


ſo particularly. pointed out by John there, he could not be 
long in making diſciples enow to alarm the Jews. Beſid 

it is probable that moſt of the diſciples that Jeſus made, 
(at which the, Jews took umbrage) were made before the paſſo- 
ſover; ſo that a few days afterwards, in which he Vas ſure to be 
care ally. watched, would be ſufficient to alarm his enemies; 


and to induce him to withdraw Aol: from, their any and 


malice, 


$43 280 50 


- Laſtly, Peter and Adin James and 1 the firſt of our 
Lord's diſciples, did not particularly attend upon him till after 
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his arrival in Galilee ; which I think is a preſumption, that he 


had not ſpent much time in preaching elſewhere'; a great part 


of our Lord's buſineſs being to inſtruct his _ and train 
them up to their future ſervices in the church. 
II. Matthew, indeed, mentions Telus us's TROY at bee ee 
but he cbuld not mean that he reſided there for any long time 
together ; ſince our Lord himſelf ſufficiently intimated, car he 


bad no fixed habitation during his public miniſtry, when he 


ſaid; Matt. vin. 20. Die foxes have holes, and the Birds of 
the air have neſts ; but . the fon of 1 man hath not "where to lay 


his Bead. It is poflible that the meaning of Matthew 'might 
be, that our Lord's family, 8. e. his mother and brethren, 


removed to Capernaum about that time, as they are expreſsly 
ſaid to have done by John (ii. 12.) à little before the paſſover, 


though they did not make a long ſtay at that time, but'werit up 


to the feaſt. We alſo afterwards find Jefus's mother and bre- 
hren at Capernaum, and in the neighbourhood, when his 
brethren! are expreſsly ſaid 7 not to have been his diſciples. | OY 


or. perhaps, our Lord's Fan at Capernaum may only 
mean that it was the place where he moſt frequently v was during 8 
his ftay in Galflee. And ve do, indeed, find that this town 


was, as it were, the center of our Lord's buſineſs, and the 
dens of all his journeys. 


- Bit nowthlianiling this, we ai infer that FINES did 


by no means particularly engage the attention of Jeſus, from 
bis joining Chorazin and Bethſaida with it, in the woe which 
he pronounced upon thofe places in which his mi ;ighty works had 


been chiefly done, for not improving the opportunities his 
preſence had afforded them. 


III. As 
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III.- As to our Lord's preaching, in all the nagaqguen of Gali- 
lee, "mentioned Matt. xiv. 1g, he time chat 9 12 
from Capernaum, on that very progreſs, does not admit of its 
being underſtood literally. For Mark, . deſcribing the very 
fame progrels, in language ſimilar to that of Matthew; faying, 
3, 33>. that he Left Capernaum ta go to the next towns to preach 
there, alſo, and that he preached in their Hnag through 
all Galilee, and caſt out devils ; yet ſays, uu. 1 kee he entered 


ee into Capernaum, after ſome days only. 


Beſides, theſe general expreſſions concerning Chriſt's preach- 
ing in all the towns of Galilee, though introduced in this par- 
ticular place, may refer to all the time that he. paſſed in that 
country, in which it is probable that few of the Poon elcaped 
him or his diſciples; and that he omitted no opportunity of 
preaching in the ſynagogues wherever he coul e | 
80. 


Luke, indeed, fays, iv. 31, that when 7e 1 came FRY 
to Capernaum, he taught them on the ſabbath days, Jes cue; 
from which ſome infer, that he ſpent ſeveral ſabbaths there at 
that time; and Dr. Doddridge, in enumerating the objec- 
tions to Mr. Mann's hypotheſis, ſeems to lay ſtreſs on this 
| circumſtance. But there are ſeveral inſtances, 1 in the New Teſta- 
ment, in which the plural of cg is. uſed for the ſingular, 
as in Matt. xxviii. 1, oe I NY which we render in the 
end of the Sabbath. Indeed it could not have been rendered 
otherwiſe ; for it means that one particular ſabbath on which 
our Lord lay in the grave. Mark ii. 23. And it came to paſs 
that he. went through the corn-fields on the ſabbath day; » To 
ret. Alſo this evangeliſt Luke, xiii. 10. And he | was 
teaching in the abe on the Al Jus ca t x; 
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But the moſt decifive argument is derived from the cw 
part of the hiſtory, as related by Mark, i. 21, who makes uſe 
of the ſame expreſſion * with Luke, in relating the ſame events 
of the ſame day. And they went into Capernatum, and fraight- 
way on the ſabbath day ( rois rear) he entered into the Hnugegue. 
Then follows the hiſtory of the cure of the demoniac, and of 
Peter's wife's mother, Gc. exactly as in Luke. It is evident 
therefore, that Luke meant only one day, though he uſes the 
plural number, and the very ſame day that Mark doth, whoſe 


expreſſion (though the ſame wy that of Fork we tranſlate in 
the * number.. 


IV. The miſſion of the Twel ve is e pete to have 
taken up a conſiderable time; but from the circumſtances'm 
which it is related hy all the evangeliſts,” it doth not appear 


that the apoſtles could have been abſent more than abouta week, 
on that occaſion, 


K Accordin g to Matthew, all that. intervened betiveen' the 

"= | miſſion of the Twelve, and their return (intimated by. the trariſ- 

| aclions in which we find the diſciples with qur Lord) 1 is the diſ- 
courſe concerning John; ; and all that intervened between 
them, according to Mark and Luke, i is the very ſame diſcourſe, 
and the alarm of Herod on hearing of the miracles of Jeſus ; 

8 though they place both the miſſion of the Twelve, and the diſ- 


; courſe concerning John, in different parts of the genetal hiſ- | 
tory. : 


4 | 

9 If it be ſaid that the charge which our Lb. 4080 deb, 

1 | Matt. x. is too particular, and too ſolemn, for ſo ſhort an excur- 
5 ſion; I anſwer, that upon any ſuppoſition, the charge he 

| gave them on that occaſion will be found to reſpe& ſeveral 
circumſtances, that could not happen in that particular miſſion, 
but muſt refer to heir general miſſion alterwards ; eſpecially 


'l | what 
* | | 
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what he ſays concerning - their behaviour- when carried before 
magiſtrates and kings, and Cy IR unto death. 


| Beſides, though the Twelve michs return pretty ſoon after 
their firſt excurſion, occaſioned by their being alarmed on 
hearing of the death of John the Baptiſt, we need not ſuppoſe 
that the miſſion expired at that time. It might be reſumed oc- 
caſionally afterwards, and CP in the latter part of our 
Lord's preaching 1 in Gahlee. 


V. Luke is the only * who mentions the 
miſſion of the Seventy; and he ſays, x. 1, it was during our 
Lord's journey to Jeruſalem, when he took his final leave of Gali- 
lee, and that they were ſent into every place where he himſelf ſhould 
come ; and he ſpeaks of their return in the ſeventeenth verſe of 
the ſame chapter, before he mentions his arrival at Jeruſalem. 
It is evident, from the circumſtances of the hiſtory, that our 
Lord made this j Journey more privately than any others, and 
arrived at Jeruſalem in the middle of the feaſt, which was that of 
Tabernacles. Perhaps, therefore, he diſmiſſed his train, partly 
with a view to travel with.leſs appearance of oſtentation; and 
they might only go to thoſe places through which he himſelf ; in- 
tended to paſs, in his road to Jeruſalem at that time. Though, 
it is poſſible, however, he might mean the places where he 
ſhould come afterwards, in the ſtay he, from that time, made 
in Judea; but ſtill, being ſo many of them, and going two and 
two, they would ſoon have viſited every place in that ſmall 
country. Andifthey followed the example of our Lord, in his 
excurſions from Capernaum, they ſtayed a very ſhort time m 
any place, probably ſeldom more than one day. This miſſion 
alſo. might be reſumed occaſionally as well as that of the 
Twelve for Galilee, 
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But all theſe particulars will perhaps be ſeen. in a ſtronger 
point of light, when I ſhall give aſuccin view of all our Lord's 
hiſtory, in the order of time; and collect all the notes of time, 
and other marks of tranſition, that are preſerved in any of the 
evangeliſts. This is ſuch a view as, I flatter myſelf, will ſhow 
not only the poſſibility, but alſo the probability of this ſcheme 


of a harmony, in a manner independent of all other arguments 
in its favour. | 


VI. When our Lord was diſcourſing with his diſciples at the- 
well, in his journey to Galilee, he ſays, John iv. 35, Say ye 


not, There are four months and then cometh harveſt. This, ac- 


cording to ſome critics (and among them Sir Iſaac Newton) 
implies that, at the time of this journey, it wanted four months 
to the harveſt ; and conſequently muſt have been fome time in 
December, which by no means ſuits Mr. Mann's hypotheſis. 

But I would obſerve, that this time of the year doth not at all 
agree with what 1s generally, and with great probability, ſup- 


poſed, that the heat of the weather, concurred with the fatigue 


of travelling to increaſe the thirſt our Lord complained of; but 
that it agrees remarkably well with the ſuppoſition of this jour- 
ney having been made about a week aſter the paſlover, . 
or about the middle of April; eſpecially as it is ſaid, John iv. 6 
to have becn the ſixth hour of the day, or noon. Wherefore 
Grotius, Whitby, and many other commentators, ſuppoſe that 
our Lord quoted a known proverbial expreſſion, which implied, 
that four months generally intervened between ſeed time and 
harveſt. And whether there was ſuch a proverbial expreſſion 
current among the Jews or not, I cannot help thinking there 
was a peculiar propriety in the obſervation at that time. Our 
Lord, in his converſation with the woman, had, as it were, 
been ſowing the ſeed of the word; and he foreſaw the imme- 
diate effect of it. He therefore ſays, four months commonly 
ntervene between ſeed time and harveſt, but 1 haye only juſt 


DOW. 
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now ſown, and, lifting up your eyes, you will ſee, by the mul- 
titudes n to us, are _ fields are already white for my 
harveſt, | | 


VII. Another objettion ariſes from the muck _ that is 
ſaid to have been in the place where our Lord fed the five thou- 
ſand; and which, it is thought, doth not well agree with the 
time of the year in which Mr. Mann places this event. But 
Mr. Mann places it hefore Pentecoſt, and it might be about the 
latter end of April, or the beginning of May that year; and 
though the greateſt part of.the graſs in Judea be burnt up in 
the month of May, it is not very improbable, that, in ſome favour- 
able ſituation, ſome might remain, and even he green in the 
beginning of the month, ſuppoſing it to have been ſo late. As 
it is not the cuſtom to mow the graſs for hay in that part of the 
world, if there had been any graſs in the place, it would probably 
have remained there all the ſummer, it being a deſert place; 
and Mark, who was not e . 1s nw only. n who 
mentions its ts being green. 


VIII. It n rather nd Mr. Mann's hypotheſis, to 
ſuppoſe that the Cana in which our Lord made the water 
wine, and to which he went from Samaria before his arriyal 
at Capernaum, was the Cana near Sydon ; becauſe there 
would hardly be ſufficient time for our Lord's journey on foot, 
and the ſtay that he made at Sychar, and probably in other pla- 
ces, before his arrival at Capernaum, time enough to admit of 
the events which intervened between that date and the feaſt of 
Pentecoſt. 


But there is no reaſon to ſuppoſe that that was the Cana, but 
another, much nearer to Capernaum, viz. that Cana which is 
mentioned by Jolephus, as being ſo near to Tiberias, that, 
ſetting out from Cana in the evening, and travelling all night, 
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with two hundred armed men, he arrived at Tiberias early the 
next morning. Nor, indeed, do I fee why the Cana menti- 


oned in the goſpel ſhould be called 1 in Galilee, but to 


diſtinguiſh it from ſome other place of the ſame name, in ano- 
ther diſtrict, probably from the Cana near Sydon, which was 


properly in Phcenicia, as that term appears to have been uſed 
in the time of our Saviour and the Apoſtles. 


Thus Tyre, which was ſouth of Sydon and Cana is called 
a city of Phenicia, Acts xxi. 2, 3, and a woman living in that 
neighbourhood, whoſe daughter was cured by our Saviour, 
is called a Syro-Phenician, Mark vu. 26, and a Canaantte 
Matt. xv. 22, perhaps from being an inhabitant of this very 
Cana, and not a Galilean. Beſides, Jolephus diſtinguiſhes 
this Cana from the other by calling it a city of Czle-Syria, Ant. 
Lib. 16. Cap. 6; and he repreſents Galilee as bounded by 
Phcenicia, including Ptolemais, Tyre, Sc. ſo that though it 
went up within land as far north as Sydon, it is not probable 


that it included that Cana. Beſides the empreſs Helena built 


a church at Cana in Galilee, and not in the Cana near Sydon, 
in memory of its being the place which had been diſtinguiſhed 
by our Saviour's preſence and miracles; and it cannot be 


ſuppoſed that, in that age, the ſcene of thoſe tranſaftions ſhould Fo 


have * forgotten. 


Of two Cana's in Galilee, both of which agree ſufficiently 
well with what Joſephus ſays concerning the place of that name, 
one is mentioned by Reland (Palgſtina, p. 680) as being 
ſituated between Sepphoris and Nazareth, ſix Roman miles 
from the latter, towards the weſt; and the other four miles 


north of Nazareth, towards the eaſt. Reland fays it is diſpu- 


ted which of theſe is the Cana mentioned in the ſcriptures; but 


I think it very poſſible that theſe places may, in reality, be the 


hive, their ſituation not © having: been accurately deſcribed. _. 
That 
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That it muſt have been Cana near Nazareth that is ſpoken 
of by John, and not Cana near Sydon, ſeems to be evident 
frem the moſt natural interpretation of what this evangeliſt 
fays preceding his account of our Lord's arrival at that place, 
John ii. 1. Speaking of what paſſed at Bethabara beyond 
Jordan, John 1, 28, he ſays the next day John ſaw Jeſus 
* coming unto him, and faid, behold the Lamb of God, which 
* taketh away the ſins of the world,” We read afterwards, v. 
35 Again the next day, John ſtood with two of his diſciples: 
and v. 43, the day following Jeſus would go forth into Gali- 
lee; and on the evening of this day Philip introduced Nathaniel 
to Jeſus. We then read, chap. it. v. 1, © and the third day 
** there was a marriage at Cana in Gallee,” which Jeſus atten- 
ded. Now it is moſt natural to ſuppoſe that the third day is to 
be counted from the date before mentioned, viz. the day on 
which he ſet out from beyond Jordan to go into Galilee ; 
and this would not allow him time enough to go from Bethabara 
to Sydon, eſpecially travelling on foot, as he probably did. 
Whereas, ſuppoſing. it to he the Cana near Nazareth, he might 
very well go to it in leſs than two days, and there will be time 
enough for him to have ſtopped at Nazareth, and there to have 
received the invitation to . 59 1 Ts 


It is objedted that when our Lond was. at b . 
John iv. 46; the nobleman of Capernaum, whoſe ſon was cured 
by Jeſus, at the ſeventh hour of the day, did. not meet his ſer- 
vant, . left Capernaum at the ſame time, till the next day ; 
which, ſuppoſing that they both ſet out immediately after the 
cure, requires that they-muſt have, each of them, travelled at 
leaſt five hours, and probably from the nature of the occaſion, 
very quick. But even this does not neceſſarily make the diſtance 
to exceed thirty miles, v2z. five miles an hour without interru 
tion. Belides 1 it is by no means neceſſary to ſuppoſe that both the 

- maſter 


3 
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maſter and ſervant ſet. out preciſely at the ſeventh hour of the 
day, and a nothing ha * to retard either of chem. 


IX. Thank are 3 other circu hn e of which different 
harmoniſts have availed themſelves, as favouring their reſpec- 
tive hypotheſes, and which do not ſuit with that of Mr. Mann, 
But it appears to me that they ſupply no certain notes of time 
whatever, and therefore may very fafety be nen. 


Sir Iſaac Newton in dis 08/ervations on Daniel, p. 154, up 
poſes that when our Lord delivered the parable of the ſower, it 
was then ſeed time. According to Mr. Mann's hypotheſis it 
yas harveſt. But the connection between theſe two ſeaſons is ſo 
great, that the one may. very eaſily be ſuppoſed to have led his 


thoughts to the other, Beſides the parable does, in fact, relate 
to the harveſt as well as to the ſeed time. 


The tribute nick was . of 0 our . and which he 
paid in conjunction with Peter; and alſo the reading of the 
prophet Iſaiah, a portion of which our Lord expounded at Na- 
zareth, are thought to indicate certain ſeaſons of the year. But 
it has neither been determined with certainty by the critics what 
the tribute was, nor the time of the year in which it was paid. 
Much leſs are we able to tell, at this diſtance of time, in what 
order the Jews read their ſacred books in their ſynagogues, or 
whether they had one invariable cuſtom in them all. 


SECTION 


HARMONY OF THE EVANGELISTS. 6x 


SECTION. Xx. | 
The Order f the principal Events in the Goſpel Hiſtory 


H AVI NG, in the preceding ſections, exhibited the argu- 

ments in favour of a harmony of the goſpels, upon 
the hypotheſis that the public miniſtry of Jeſus laſted only a 
year and a few months; I ſhall now proceed to adjuſt the order 
of the partier lar tranſactions in the goſpel hiſtory, and to give 
my reaſons at large, for my arrangement of the principal facts. 
But theſe, I imagine, will be much more intelligible, if, in the 
firſt place, I juſt recite the facts in the order in which I ima- 
gine them to have happened. 


The reader will pleaſe to obſerve, that the ſubject of this and 
the following ſections has little or no dependence on the ge-+ 
neral hypotheſis I have endeavoured to ſupport in the preceding 
ones; ſince the order in which any number of events may be 
ſuppoſed to have taken place, may be conſidered without 
any regard to the lime that elapſed in the ſucceſſion. In this 
caſe it is but ſubſtituting the word paſſover for pentecoſt, or the 
name of ſome other Jewiſh feaſt, and theſe ſections will ſuit 
any other hypotheſis concerning the duration of Chriſt's mi- 
niſtry. 


As moſt harmoniſts, I believe, are nearly agreed in the 
order of all the events preceding the baptiſm of Jefus; at leaſt, 
as nothing new has occurred to me with reſpect to them, I 
- ſhall begin my narration at that period; and im order to be as 
conciſe as poſſible, ſhall mention only ſuch facts as may be- 
ſufficient to give a perſon who is tolerably acquainted with the 

New: 
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New Teſtament, an idea of the order i in which I ſhould: diſpoſe 
the reſt. 


After his baptifm and temptation, Jeſus went into Galilee, 
and, at Cana, turned the water into wine. He then went to 
Capernaum, along with his mother, and the reſt of the family ; 
and going from thence to Jeruſalem, at the firſt paſſover, held 
a converſation with Nicodemus. After this he made a ſhort 
ſtay in Judea; but the Phariſees taking umbrage at his making 
diſciples there, he returned into Galilee; and paſſing through 
Samaria, converſed with hs woman at the well. | 


Being arrived at Cana, he was met by a nobleman from Ca- 
pernaum, who intreated him to heal his ſon; and going from 
thence to that city he called Peter and Andrew, James and 
John; and on the ſabbath following he cured a demoniac in the 
ſynagogue, and Peter's wife's mother in her own houſe, with 
many others. Theſe miracles brought ſuch a concourſe of 
people about him, that the next morning, before it was day, 
he withdrew into a ſolitary place, whither his diſciples reſorted 
to him; and, not chuſing to return immediately to Capernaum, - 
he made a circuit through the neighbouring towns and vilages. 

Great multitudes crouding to. him from. all quarters, he ad: 
dreſſed to them his excellent ſermon on the mount. Preſently 
after he cured a leper, and not long after that, entering again into 
Capernaum, he healed the nobleman's ſervant. The day fol- 
lowing he was at Nain, where he raiſed the widow's ſon; and 
from whence, to avoid another concourſe of people, he croſſed 
the ſea, ſtilling a tempeſt in his paſſage ; and landing in the 
territory of Gadara, he cured the demoniacs, when the ſwine 
were drowned. 


of : 


Not 
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Not making any ſtay in that country, he returned to 
Capernaum, and healed a paralytic perſon, who was let down 
through the roof of the houſe. After this he walked out by the 
ſea ſide, and having called Matthew, he dined with him, and 
| held a converſation with the diſciples of John. While he was 
diſcourſing with them, Jairus applies to him to cure his daugh- 
ter, who lay at the point of death, In his way he cured the 
'woman who had the iſſue of blood, and after he returned from 
Jairus's houſe he gave ſight to two blind men, and cured a dumb 


demoniac. 


Jeſus having 5 himſelf obnoxious to the Phariſees, by 
vindicating his diſciples for plucking ears of corn on a ſabbath 
day, and healing in the ſynagogue a man who had a withered 
hand, withdrew into a deſert place, and, on a mountain, ſet ** 
che twelve apoſtles. 


The multitudes crowding to him again, he healed their ſick, 
and, among others, a blind and dumb demoniac ; and when 
the Phariſees aſcribed this cure to a correfpondence with Beel- 
zebub, he diſcourſed concerning the fin againſt the Holy Ghoſt ; 
and when they aſked of him a fign from heaven, he gave them 
the ſign of the prophet Jonas; and among other awful denun- 
ciations, he related to them the parable of the unclean ſpirit, 
While he was talking, and probably with a good deal of ear- 
neſtneſs on this occaſion, his mother and brethren defired to 
ſpeak with him, which gave him an opportunity of expreſſing 
his ſuperior regard to his diſciples, | 


On the ſame day on which he held this diſcourſe, he went 
to the ſea fide, and, for the greater conveniency of ſpeaking, 
ſtood in a ſhip, while he delivered ſeveral parables to the peo- 


ple ſtanding on the ſhore; and, among others, that of the ſower, 
K which: 
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which he afterwards explained to his diſciples, reciting to 
them ſeveral others. 


Leaving the neighbourhood of Capernaum, he went to 
Nazareth; and being rejected, and having had his life attempted 
by his countrymen of that place, he went into the neighbour- . 
ing villages; and ſeeing great multitudes, as ſheep without 
a ſhepherd, he had compaſſion on them, and commiſſioned the 
twelve apoſtles to preach to them, and heal their ſick. 


In the abſence of the Twelve, the diſciples of John apply 
to him, bringing a meſſage from their maſter; and when they 
had left him, he diſcourſed with the multitude concerning John, 
and at the ſame time pronounced a woe upon the places in 


which moſt of his mighty works had been performed. 


About this time Jeſus dined with Simon the Phariſee, to 
whom, when he was diſguſted with the affectionate behaviour 


of a woman who had been a ſinner, he related the parable of 
the creditor and two debtors. 


Jeſus, hearing of the death of John the Baptiſt, retired by ſhip 
into a deſert place, together with the apoſtles who had reſorted * 
to him, and here he fed a great multitude with five loaves and 
two fiſhes. Having ſent his diſciples away by ſhip, while he 
ſtayed to diſmiſs the company, he came to them in the night, 
walking on the ſea. They landed in the territory of Genneſa- 
ret; and the multitude, influenced by worldly motives, after- 
wards following him to Capernaum, he diſcourſed with them 
in ſo myſterious a manner concerning bread, that the greateſt 
part of thoſe who had followed him hitherto, deſerted him now. 


At the feaſt of Pentecoſt Jeſus cured a cripple at the 4 N 
of Betheſda, and diſcourſed with the Jews concerning his miſſion; 


but 
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but they ſeeking to kill, him, he retreated again to Galilee, 
where he held a converſation with ſome Phariſees, who had 
followed him from Jeruſalem, concerning traditions. 


After this he went into the coaſts of Tyre and Sydon, where 
he healed the daughter of a Syrophœnician woman; and 
being returned to Galilee, he - cured a demoniac who was 
deaf, and had an impediment in his ſpeech. - Being in a 
deſert place, he again fed a great multitude by a miracle. 
At Magdala he diſcourſed with the Phariſees concerning 
the ſigns of the times, and at Bethſaida he cured a blind man. 


After this he made an excurſion to the coaſts of Ceſarea 
Philippi, and there began to foretel his ſufferings, and future 
glory. His transfiguration happened fix days after. Deſcend- 
ing from the mount of transfiguration he cured a demoniacal 
child; and after ſeveral diſcourſes with his diſciples, and other 
incidents at Capernaum, he took his final leave of Galilee, 
Travelling through Samaria, he was not received by the 
people of that country, Here, however, he cured the ten 


lepers. 


On this Journey he ſent out the Seventy ; ; 4 being arrived 
at. Jeruſalem, at the feaſt of Tabernacles, he diſcourſed with 
the Jews concerning his miſſion, reproved the woman who 


was taken in adultery, and cured a man who had been blind 


from his birth. 


In the interval between the feaſt of Tabernacles and the feaſt 
of Dedication, I place all thoſe incidents and diſcourſes which 
are related by Luke after his mention of Jeſus's having taken 
his final leave of Galilee, and before thoſe events that are 
cloſely connected with the hiſtory of his death, and for which 


1 can find no other place, by 2 of a correſponding ſtory 
| - | un 
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in . ſome other evangeliſt. Here, therefore, I introduce the 
diſcourſe concerning the Galileans killed by Pilate, the para- 
ble of the good Samaritan, of the wedding ſupper, of the prodi- 
gal ſon, of the rich man and Lazarus, and of the Phariſee 
and Publican, with ſome others. bat © 


At the feaſt of Dedication Jeſus, i in the 3 publickly 
declared himſelf to be the Meſſiah, and the Jews thereupon 
ſeeking to kill him, he retired to the country beyond Jordan, 
where he held the diſcourſe concerning divorces, and the 
danger of riches; and where he bleſſed the children that were 
brought to him, Sc. 


From this country he made a journey into Judea, to raiſe 
from the dead his friend Lazarus; but having by this miracle, 

rformed in the preſence of many of his enemies, greatly 
enraged the Phariſees and rulers of the Jews, he retired to 
Ephraim, in the * 1 Judea. 


eas "= theſe — to Jeruſalem, before the hoond 
paſſover, he again foretold his ſufferings ; and paſling through 
Jericho, in the neighbourhood of that town, he cured a blind 
man, and viſited Zaccheus. _ 


| Coming in view of Jeruſalem, he lamented over it; and 
being arrived at Bethany, he ſupped with Simon the leper, 
where Lazarus was preſent, and his ſiſter Mary anointed him; 
which gave ſuch offence to Judas Iſcariot, that from that time 
he formed a reſolution to betray him to his enemies, who were 
. now, more than ever, intent upon putting him to death. 
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The next day he entered the city in triumph, and purged 
the temple, The morning following, on his return from 
Bethany (where he now SO” every night). he curſed the 
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barren fig-tree (the effects of which were ſeen the next. day) 
and held my diſcourſes in the temple. 


In this manner he paſſed his time till the day before he ſuf- 
fered; on the evening of which he eat the paſſover with his diſ- 
ciples ; and Judas, whoſe treachery he had detected, having left 
them, he inſtituted the Lord's ſupper; and then diſcourſed with 
the eleven in a moſt affectionate manner, and foretold Peter's 

denial of him. | 


Leaving the houſe in which they had ſupped, and perhaps 
coming in view of the mount of Olives, he diſcourſed concerning 
the true vine, gave his diſciples the promiſe of the Comforter 
in his abſence from them; and in a ſolemn prayer, recommended 
them to the care and bleſſing of God his father, 


Being arrived at Gethſemane, he was ſeized with an agony 
in a garden; and Judas arriving with a company of armed 
men, and ſome of the Jewiſh rulers, he was conduQeed firſt to 
Annas, then to Caiaphas, and afterwards to Pilate ; who, after 
' ſending him to Herod, ſentenced him to be crucified, 


The order of the ſubſe quent tranſactions it is not to my pur- 
pole at preſent to conſider. 


Such is the order in which I would chuſe to diſpoſe the lead- 
ing events in the life of Chriſt, which the reader will perceive to 
be conſiderably different from that of Mr. Mann, and I believe 
alſo from that of all other harmoniſts. In the next ſection I 
ſhall proceed to exhibit the reaſons of this arrangement, or the 
evidence of the harmony, | 


SECTION 


A 
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SECTION XI. 


General preliminary Remarks, relating to the Order of 
the Events in * Goſpel H. N. 


Or the many original hiſtories of the life of Chriſt, which 
| were probably once extant, four only are come down 
tous; but they are abundantly ſufficient to confirm our faith 
in the truth of the facts. The external evidence of the authen- 
ticity of theſe books 1s remarkably ſtrong ; and an attentive 
reader will be equally ſtruck with the internal evidence, to which 
my obſervations on the harmony of their hiſtories relate. None 
but the perſons to whom they are aſcribed, or, which is the 
ſame thing, with reſpect to us, perſons who enjoyed equal 


advantages for writing ſuch hiſtories, could have compoſed 
them. 


It is the more probable that they wrote from their memory, 
and therefore that they actually heard and ſaw what they relate, 
as there is not, on the face of their writings, a ſingle trace of 
imagination, or of an attention to any thing that might ſerve to 
embelliſh their narrative. From the beginning to the end of 
all the evangeliſts, there appear no more marks of a capacity for 
fiction, than there are of an inclination to it. 


Two of theſe hiſtorians, Matthew and John, were, in a great 
meaſure, eye witneſſes of what they relate. The two others, 
Mark and Luke, were not eye witneſſes, but appear to have 
been well informed concerning their ſubject. They all, how- 
ever, ſeem to have been equally careleſs of the order of events; 
but with * to he t two former, natyre has more than ſup- 


_ plied 
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| plied the place of art. As the circumſtances of time and place 
are neceſſarily preſented to the mind of an eye witneſs, along 
with other circumſtances of any tranſaction, becauſe they 
were really co-exiſtent, and inſeparable from it, ſo the ideas 
of time and place will force themſelves upon the mind; and, 

unleſs the perſon who relates from his memory be particularly 


upon his guard, they will, even unneceſſarily and improperly, 
intrude themſelves into the narrative. 


This we ſee exemplified every time ths a perſon, uninſtructed 
in the arts of ſpeaking and writing, tells a ſtory; and we have 
examples of it in the writings of Matthew and John, - where 
we perceive more characters of time, and more marks of an 
orderly narrative, in the tranſitions from ſtory to ſtory, than 
in thoſe of Mark and Luke. Mark, however, has preſerved 
more of theſe circumſtances of events than Luke; fo many 
that I can hardly perſuade myſelf that he was not preſent, at 
leaſt, at ſome of the tranſactions. And I think Thave heard 
of an old tradition in favour of * having been one of the 

_ diſciples. 


Many good mokvat may be aſſigned for the neglect of the 
order of time in thoſe evangeliſts who were beſt acquainted with 
it. This is by no means the moſt natural, or the beſt method 
of relating events, as we ſee verified in every writer of lives, 
even thoſe who are the moſt methodical and exact; becauſe 
other relations have a ſtronger effect upon the mind than that of 
time, particularly a relemblance 1 in the cauſe or r cell of any 
incidents - 


Several circumflances would contribute to throw irregularity 
into a hiſtory of Chriſt, written by one who was witnels to it, 
and. had often told it. It is probable that what was called 


preaching Chriſt, at the promulgation of chriſtianity, confiſted 
chiefly 
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ebiefly in in reciting the particulars of the life of Chriſt; ſo that 
the goſpels were the ſubſtance of the preaching, as it may be 
called, of the apoſtles and evangeliſts. In this caſe it can: 
not be ſuppoſed that they regularly began with the birth 
and ended with the death of Chriſt; but rather that ſingle 
incidents would be related occaſionally, as particular occaſions 
called for them; and, in time, all the ſtories would get quite 
other aſſociations, and be connected with one another various 
ways beſides that of the order in which they happened ; and 
the longer they deferred writing their hiſtories, the fewer traces 
we may expect to find of this order. According to Dr. 
Lardner, the goſpels of Matthew, Mark, and Luke, were all 


written about the year of Chriſt 64, and that of John in 68. 


The cauſes that tended to make the 6 inattentive to 
the order of time in which things happened, would not in the 
leaſt tend to alter or deprave the hiſtory itſelf, or make their 
teſtimony to all the facts the leſs to be depended on. For as 
every diſtin&t ſtory would neceſſarily be repeated intire, they 
would each of them fall into one uniform method of telling it ; 
and all the parts of any ſtory would cohere perfectly, when 
the connection of the different ſtories with one another might 
be intirely loſt. Beſides, independent of conſtant and uniform 
repetition, the contiguous part of one thing cannot but have 


a clofer connection in the mind that contemplates them, than 
any two different things. 


It has been thought by many, and eſpecially Dr. Henry Owen, 
that there are evident traces of Mark and Luke having copied 
or abridged Matthew, becauſe they ſometinies make uſe of the 
ſame expreſſions in relating the ſame things. But it appears to 
me that every thing of this nature may very eaſily have 
ariſen from the manner in which I ſuppoſe the goſpels 
_ vere originally d viz, in detached farts, Some 
of 
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of theſe might have been committed to writing by the Apoſtles 


themſelves, and ſome et their auditors, corrected by them- 
ſelves. | | 


Many of theſe detached hiſtories would, from the circum- 
ſtances in which they were written, and tranſmitted, acquire 
_ conſiderable authority, and would naturally be collected by 
Mark, Luke, and others, who had a ſcheme of compiling a 
regular hiſtory, Matthew himfelf, knowing them to be of au- 
thority (ſome of them probably being his own) and having no 
ambition to diſtinguiſh himſelf as a mere writer, might adopt 
them; and thus it might come to paſs that, though theſe evan- 
geliſts compiled their hiſtories independently of one another, 
they would in ſome places ſeem to have copied one another, 
or ſome common original. At the ſame time that their diffe- 
rences, both with reſpect to the arrangement of facts, and ſeveral 
circumſtances reſpecting the facts themſelves, abundantly prove 
that they had never ſeen each others writings, 
| If the goſpel of Mark be an abridgement of that of Matthew, 
it is ſuch an abridgement, I will venture to ſay, as was never 


made of any other work. This appears to me to be ſo obvious, 


that I wonder how any perſon can peruſe the two hiſtories, and 
entertain the leaſt ſuſpicion of it. 


The hypotheſis mentioned above, of the hiſtory of Chriſt 
having been written originally in detached parts, will help us 
to account for the ſame things being ſometimes placed together 
in different goſpels, though they had no natural connection. 
For it might happen that they were both originally contained 
in the ſame detached memoir, and had been copied from the ſame 
by more writers than one. Inſtances of this kind, which I can- 
not ſo well account for in any other way will « occur in ſome of 
the enſuing remarks. | | | 
L | Q 
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If ve conſider the immediate object of the apoſtles and evan- 


geliſts in preaching Chriſt, namely, to make their hearers good 


men, to affect mankind with a ſenſe of the truth and greatneſs 
of his character, that they might live in the firm belief and ex- 
peQation of his ſecond coming, we ſhall not wonder at their 
not being ſolicitous about the order of the incidents in their 
hiſtory; for this was a circumſtance that had little apparent 
tendency to produce that effect. In this ſituation of things, it 
cannot be expected that perſons who had not attended Chriſt, 

ſhould ever get a diſtin& and orderly idea of the particulars of 
his life, ſince they who once had it would be 1 in great danger 
of loling it. , 


I would 8 farther, that the confuſion that appears * 
our copies of the evangeliſts, with reſpect to the order of time, 
may have ariſen in part from the tranſpefition of paragraphs 


and ſections in their works; nor is it difficult to account for 


this kind of diſorder. The evangeliſts having had no experience 
in writing books, and, except Luke, perhaps not having at 
firſt intended to write the life of their maſter in ſo full a manner 
as they have done, it is not improbable that they might write it, 
and even ſuffer it to be copied, in detached parts. Or, when they 


had completed their firſt plans, they might, on farther confi- : 


deration, and more perfect recollection, compoſe additional 
parts, and give directions where to inſert them in the former 
copies; which directions may have been miſtaken by the per- 
ſons whoſe copies have been tranſmitted to us. Or the writers 
themſelves, when they had made thoſe additions, might not be 
very attentive to the place in which they inſerted them ; as 


nothing, that they could imagine to be of any conſequence, 
. upon it. 


That none of the imperfeſt books are come down to us is no 
wonder, as every perſon, who was poſleſſed of a copy, would 
| 8 ö be 
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be deſirous to make it complete, and ſuch copies only would be 
uſed by tranſcribers. Nor is it at all difficult to conceive how _ 
a copy, not the moſ} perfect in point of arrangement, might 
come to be univerſally followed, when it was recommended 
by ſome higher conſideration. Even the early verſions may 
have been various with reſpect to the arrangement of facts at 
firſt, and the order of the prevailing, or ſtandard, copies of 
the original Greek have been afterwards adopted by the 
tranſcribers of them. I would alſo refer my readers, for other 
cauſes of tranſpoſition, to what Virgilius has obſerved on that 
ſubject, in the Theological Repoſitory, vol. 1. p. 45» &c. 


On all theſe accounts, whether I be cenſured as a bold and 
raſh critic or not, I think I may have reaſon and natura] pro- 
bability on my ſide, when I venture to tranſpoſe ſome parts of 
the evangelical hiſtory as it ſtands at preſent, if by _ means 
the facts have a better connection. 8 


Theſe obſervations reſpect the goſpels of Matthew and John 
only. The irregularities of Mark and Luke may be accounted 
for without any ſuch hypotheſis. It ſeems highly probable that 
Luke was never himſelf acquainted with the order of the occur- 
rences, though he took pains to inquire concerning the truth 
of the facts, 11 arranged them in the beſt manner that he 
could. 


I alſo pay but little Sata to the order of Matthew's goſpel, 

before the hiſtory of his own call to attend upon Jeſus; and it 
is remarkable that, before that event, this evangeliſt has as few 
notes of time, or other marks of an orderly narrative as Luke. 

Of this circumſtance any perſon may ſatisfy himſelf, who will 
take the pains to look into his goſpel with that view. 
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In many caſes I am by no means ſatisfied with the attempts of 

any of the harmoniſts, that I have ſeen, to reconcile the diffe- 
rent accounts of what was manifeſtly the fame tranſaction. 
There appear to me evident marks of the hiſtorians having 
conceived differently concerning the circumſtances of them, 
and I ſhall be far from concealing any of the obſervations I 
have made of this kind. I have obſerved before, that ſuch 
variations are favourable to the credibility of the account. 


In ſome caſes, however, though the ſtories are told in a very 
different manner, the inconſiſtencies are '6nly ſeeming ones, 
and when examined more cloſely will be found to vaniſh, I 
would gladly have taken ſome pains on this ſubje&, but that I 
find I have been more than ſufficiently anticipated by my pre- 
deceſſors in the buſineſs of harmonizing. There is more room 
for being original in obſerving, or even in acknowledging, the 
variations and ſeeming contradictions in the different evan- 


geliſts. 


Notwithſtanding all theſe ſources of confuſion and diſorder 
in the evangelical hiftory, it ſeems very poſſible for a perſon, 
who carefully attends to the nature of the events, and who will 
collect and compare all the notes of time, and other connec- 
tions of particular events, that have been preſerved by any of 
them, to reduce the narrative pretty nearly to its proper order. 


In order to this, J have made Matthew and John my princi- 
pal guides, and have not departed from the order of events in 
either of them, unleſs when the account of one of them is con- 

trary both to thoſe of Mark and Luke, and alſo not fo probable 
in itſelf. But I have made the leſs difficulty of departing from 
the order of events in our copies of Matthew and John, where 
I thought there was . to ſuſpett that the parts of their nar- 

ratives 


/ 
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ratives may bave been tranſpoſed; and if this treatment will 
reſtore Matthew or John to the order of both Mark and Luke, 
I cannot but conſider it as an — in favour of the tranſ- 
Poũtion. 


SECTION XII. 


ogni. on the Order of Events before the Miſſion of 
7 the Twelve Apoſlles. 


| 0 1. Of the Time when John the Baptiſt knew Jeſus. 


Jr: is evident, from John i. 3g, that John the Baptiſt did not 

know Jeſus till he ſaw the ſpirit of God deſcending and re- 
maining upon him, and yet it is equally evident from Matt. iii. 
13, that John did know Jeſus when he came to his baptiſm, 
and before that deſcent of the ſpirit which immediately fol- 
lowed his baptiſm, mentioned by himſelf, as well as by Mark 
and Luke; and yet none of the evangeliſts ſpeak of ary inter- 
courſe that they! had Wannen before his Fer 


To reconcile this, ſome have ſuppoſed a deſcent of the ſpirit 
upon Jeſus ſeen by John ſome time before his baptiſm; ' But I 
cannot ſay that this appears to me to be an eaſy ſolution of the 
difficulty. Befides one would imagine from the narrative of 
Matthew, who relates this converſation between Jeſus and John, 


that he came direttly from Galilee on purpoſe that he might be 
baptiſed, 
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baptiſed, leaving no room for any intervening acquaintance. : 


Then cometh Jeſus from Galilee to Jordan unto. John to 
« be baptiſed of him.” 


I ovn I do not fre how to reconcile the different accounts of 
the evangeliſts relating to this circumſtance in any manner that 
gives me entire ſatisfaction. That John knew Jeſus by ſome 
powerful impreſſion upon his mind when he preſented himſelf 
to be baptiſed, which, Dr. Doddridge ſuppoſes, Family Expo- 

fitor, vol. 1, p. 101, appears to me not ſufficiently reconcileable 


with what John himſelf ſays, viz. that * did not know him but 
by a ſign from heaven. 


§ 2. Of the Time when Jeſus cured Peter's Wife's Mother. 

I obſerved before, that, in that part of the evangelical hiſtory 
which precedes the call of Matthew, there are few traces of an 
orderly connection of events in his goſpel. Since Mark, there- 
fore, has inſerted the notes of time belonging to that part of 
the hiſtory with remarkable particularity, for a perſon who is 


not ſuppoſed to have been preſent, I prefer his order, eſpecially 
where it is the ſame with that of Luke. | 


Mark, for example, is ſo SS in ſaying that Jeſus cured 
Peter's wife's mother on the ſabbath after his arrival at Caper- 
naum, and the very ſame day on which he cured the demoniac 
in the ſynagogue, and performed thoſe other aſtoniſhing miracles 
which occaſioned his great reputation in thoſe parts, and made 
it inconvenient to him to continue in the town any longer, that 
I cannot but adopt his order, in preference to that of Matthew; 


who mentions thoſe events later in the hiſtory, but before the 
time of his own call to attend Jeſus, 


— 


93. Of 
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$ 3. Of the Time when | Jeſus vifited Nazareth. 
Maatthew, after mentioning Jeſus s leaving Judea to go into 
Galilee, ſays, iv. 19. And leaving Nazareth, he came and 
dwelt in Capernaum; which ſeems to imply that Jeſus made, 
at leaſt, a ſhort ſtay at Nazareth before his arrival at Caper- 
naum. But it appears to me, that when Jeſus left Judea to go 
into n after the firſt paſſover, he either was not at Na- 


zareth at all, or only juſt went through it in his way to Cana, 
from which place it is certain he went to Capernaum. 


John makes no mention of Jeſus's being at Nazareth, though 
he is very particular in reciting the events of the firſt paſſover, 
and the ſeveral ſtages and incidents of his progreſs from Jeru- 
ſalem to Capernaum at that time, which are omitted by all the 


other evangeliſts. 


There is a kind of chaſm between the, 43d and ihe 44th. 
verſe of the fourth Chapter of John, which can only be ſupplied 
by ſuppoſing the evangeliſt had mentioned, or at leaſt tacitly 
referred to Jeſus's not chuſing to call, or at leaſt not chuſing to 
make 25 ſtay at Nazareth at this time. 


John iv. 43. Now after tao F210 he departed thence and went 
into Galilee. | 


[But he did not 90 to Nan 
44. For Jeſus himſelf teſtified, amen, 


in his own country. 


— 


45˙ Then when he was come into Galilee the Galileans received 
N Aim, . 
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him, having ſeen all the things that he aid at e * 
they aiſo went unto the feaſt. 


46. So Feſus came again into Cana, &. 


The evangeliſt's mentioning the Galileans receiving Jeſus as 
ſoon as he came into their country, doth but ill agree with what 
Jeſus himſelf obſerved, in the verſe preceding, that a prophet 
has no honour in his on country, but upon the ſuppoſition, 


that thoſe he firſt applied to were not 1 eee of 
N azareth, 


Beſides, the nobleman of Capernaum, who is ſaid to have 
ſet out to meet our Lord as ſoon as he heard of his arrival in 
Galilee, went to Cana; ſo that it is not probable that he had 
heard of his being, or at leaſt of his intention, or attempt to 
make any ſtay at Nazareth, And the cure of this nobleman's 
ſon is exprelsly ſaid by John iv. 54, to have been the ſecond 
miracle that Jeſus performed after his arrival in Galilee from 
Judea; meaning, probably, from the time of his being baptiſed; 
and that the firſt miracle was that at Cana of turning the water 


The miracles oat bs Mark v. 2g, Sc. and which were 
performed at Capernaum, ſeem to have been the more imme- 
diate occaſion of Jeſus's great fame in Galilee, and there: 


fore muſt have been performed ſoon after his arrival i in that 
country. 


It is poſſible, after all, that by leaving Nazareth (xiu\eru, 
Ngz7) Matthew might mean his having left it, or the family 


having quitted their habitation there, ſome time before; for 


the participle being of the aori/? tenſe, it ought to have been 
rendered and having left Nazareth, 


Or 
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Or it may mean paſſing by Nazareth, i. e. not uin 0 
call there; A WEST WRT cut et 900 55 e . 
„ i 0 (ns. 16 batte got 2 11 8111 10 
Luke, indeed, ſeems to have in ginbch: that Jeſus preiched 
a ſabbath in Nazareth,::when they attempted his life, be forè his 
going to Capernaum; but it is much more probable, from 
the accounts of both Matthew and Mark, that the time when 
+ Jeſus was rejected by the people of Nazareth was ſome time aſter 
he had been at Capernaum; and upon the whole, it appears 
to me to have been juſt before the miſſion of the Twelve, and 
not long before his 1 Galilee to 80 to the feaſt of Pen- 
tecoſt. 


Beſides, Luke's own account, compared with itſelf only, has 
not the marks of perfect conſiſtency ; for, according to him, 
our Lord ſays to the people of Nazareth, iv. 29, Ye will. Jay, 
Whatever. we have heard done in Capernaum, do alſo liert in thine 
own, country. If this could have been ſaid before he had been 
at Capernaum, it muſt, have been by way-of prophecy, con- 
cerning what he was to do there; and what they would ſay 
to him afterwards, which. L think is not an eaſy interpretation. 
The mention that Luke makes of his arrival at Capernaum, 
after his rejection at Nazareth, has all the marks of its being his 
firſt arrival at chat place, iv. 31, And he came dow to Caper 

naum, a city of Galilee, | and taught them on the abbath ay; 
and they were aſtoniſhed at his doctrine, for his word was with 

Lower... Ne n were eee the Klfekts of their firſt hearipg 
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It is not whe cetiain-aihedhen Jes hear een eee 
before the call of Peter, &c. or not. If he had, it ſhould ſeem 
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that he could not have made any ſtay there before that tranſ- 
action, or have done any thing to make hirn conſpicuous (except 


the cure of the nobleman's ſon performed at Cana) for it was 


on the ſabbath after'the call of Peter that his very great fame 


in that place commenced. Matthew mentions his dwelling at 


Capernaum before the call of Peter, but Mark doth not men- 
tion his entring that city till after that event. One would 
naturally conclude. from the account of Mark, that Jeſus, tra- 
velling from Cana towards Capernaum came to ſome part of 
the ſea doaſt, where he met with Peter and the other diſciples, 
and having called them to attend him, entered with them into 
the city, EN before the commencement of the labbath-day. 


it "$5 of the Call of Peter, Sc. to attend 7 fs. 


Luke peaks of the call of Peter, &e. as an event Rd : 
to our Lord's s preaching in Capernaum and the neighbouring 
towns, and mentions the additional circumſtance of the mira- 
culous draught of fiſhes as preceding their call. Thoſe diſciples 
certainly attended Jeſus before the ſabbath on which he healed 
Peter's wife's mother; and they can ers" be ſuppoſed to have 
been called in the very ſame manner (our Lord uſing the very - 
fame words) twice. If the firſt call, related by M. A6 and 
Mark, was not effectual, there ſeems to have been nothing 
in the ſecond, ſuppoſed by ſome to be related by Luke, to 
make it more ſo. I therefore ſuppoſe that they had only one 
call to attend Chriſt after his arrival in Galilee. Indeed; from 
the manner in which Luke relates the circumſtances of this Call, 
it is evident that he had no idea of any other call having preceded 
it. It muſt be obſerved that Peter and Andrew, and perhaps. 
James and John alſo, had been the diſciples of Jeſus. i in Judea, 
e e eee np Ton . 
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„ Atti $46. Of, the Sermon on the. Mount. Er 436201 
The diſcourſe commonly called the /ermon on the mount. 
related Matt. v. vi and vii, and the diſcourſe related Luke vi. 
20, Sc. called by ſome the ſermon on the plain, agree in ſo 
many, circumſtances, both in the ſubje& of them, and the 
incidents attending them, that I haye no doubt that they were 
the ſame. They both followed our Lord's having retired to a 
mountain, were addreſſed to the diſciples, in the preſence of 
multitudes aſſembled from the ſame places. They begin and 
end with the ſame words, and there is no other difference in 
the contents of them, but that the diſcourſe in Matthew is 
fuller, and has ſeveral things omitted by Luke. Both the diſ- 
courſes are followed by Jeſus's going into Capernaum, and 
healing the Centurion's ſervant. Any perſon, and eſpecially 
one in the circumſtance of a public teacher, may well be ſup- 
poſed to have occaſion to repeat the ſame diſcqurles, but that ſo | 
many of the ſame incidents ſhould attend the ſame diſcourſe is 
not probable. Matthew's ſaying that Jeſus was /at down after 
he had gone up the mountain, and Luke's ſaying that he food 
on the plain when he healed the ſick before the diſcourſe, are 
no inconſiſtencies ; or, if they were, are of no moment at all, 
conſidering that we do not know that either of theſe hiſtorians 
were preſent. It is not, however, improbable but that Matthew, 
who lived in that neighbourhood, might be one of the multitude 
that attended on the occaſion, and his relating the diſcourſe 
ſo circumſtantially and fully is much in favour of this conjecture. 


* 


5 With reſpe to dhe eircumſtances preceding the diſcourſe, 
they were, perhaps, as follows: Jeſus had been up in the maun-, 
tain, along with his diſciples, but ſeemg the multitudes at the 
foot of it, he came down among them on the plain, and healed 
r | M 2 their 
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their ſick; and then weata little way ap the hill, or aſcended ſome 


eminence at the foot of it, for the advantage of being better 
heard, while he diſcourſed to the people ſtill ne on the 
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lt is very SIS!" as Mr. Wrhiſton Tales __ his 8 
p. 127, „ that the Lord's prayer might be delibered to the apo. 
tles twice, once in the courſe of the ſetmon on the mount, aud 
afterwards in the circumſtances mentioned by Luke. I have 
placed them together for the ſake of compariſon, elpecially as 


there is nothing very particular in the Pl 1 which 
Luke introduces it. | . 8 eee eee 
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According to Luke, the leprous perſon, who appli to 
our Lord after the ſermon on the mount, was cured i in a certain 
city ; but according to Matthew, it was after he came down 
from the mountain, and before he entered into Capernaum. 
It probably happened in ſome other town that he n went through, 
in his way to Capernaum. FFV ha 
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o 8. 100 the Time when Matthew was called 40 vun Fs yes, 


From the time that Matthew was called to on) REY our 
Lord, I think his authority indiſputably preferable to that of 
Mark or Luke, or even to them both. I have, therefore, 
adopted his account of the order of events on the day that he 
was called, the particulats of which he can leaſt of all be ſuppoſed 
ever to have forgotten. He ſays, ix. 18, that i it was while Jeſus 
was talking with the diſciples of John after dining at his houſe, 
that I came to diente bim t to cure his daughter. But both 


Mark 
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Mark and Luke expreſaly. Jay, i that Nirus met him with this 
requeſt as he landed, after having been over the lea, where, he 
had tilled the tempeſt, and cured the demoniacs among the 
tombs; and "ag mention * call of Matthew a e ef 
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"According log Lukes. the fabhath on which the. Gt les 
eue. the cars of corn; Mad inqt Ah ſame; with that on lich 
Jeſus reſtored, the ,withezed. hand: in the ſynagogue, But it 
ſhould ſeem ihat Matthew end! Mark, according to the. eaſieſt 
conſtruction of their language, ſuppoſe both — events to 
have happened on the ſame day. 


. 21 


Aſter reeiting cha diſcourſe in che dom Belag Matthew ſays, 
x11. 9, And when he was departed thence Ci. e. probably from 
the corn- fields] he went into their ſynagogue, i. e. the ſyna- 
- gogue belonging to the ſame Jews with whom'he had been diſ- 
courſing. And Mark, after reciting the ſame difcourfe,' ſays, . 
zn. 1, Andi entering aguin inta their ſynagogue, - as if hen had 
been there beſore on the ſame day. And, according to Re- 
land, the Jews did aſſemble in their ſynagogues both motning 
and evening, on the ſabbath; as well as'on certain other days. 
Etherefore ſuppoſe:the;jwo ſabbdthe:mbntionied' by Luke (who | 
certamly was not ſo well informed as Matthew; iatid probably 
not ſo well as Mark) to have beer onlyi6ne; 5 The invaning of 
the word dæiſ ponpaſſ epo is ſo very uncerrain chat ino interpretation 
of it can afford a ſufficient foundation don ine diſpoſition of the 
fact to which it relates. Mr. Whiſton renders it the fir/? fabbath 
after the ſecond day of the paſſover. But it is not probable that 
Jeſus could have returned from Jeruſalem into Galilee ſo ſoon; 
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The diſcourſe concerning the fin againſt the Holy Ghoſt is 
introduced by Luke after his acebunt of the cure of the dumb 
demoniac, which is related by Matthew ix. 22, Sc. But this 
evangeliſt introduces it after the cure of a demoniac that was 
both blind and dumb, mentioned xii. 22, Sc. I have followed 
the order of Matthew. It is poſſible, however) chat they may 
not really differ; as the demoniac mentioned by Luke might 


have been blind as well as e though he has' not t mentioned 
chat circumſtance. . 
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Lale 6 19) 1 our Lord's 1 — 5 ob linen 
inquiring; for him after he had related the parable of the ſower, 
but according to Matthew and Mark, this inquiry was made 
aſter the diſcourſe concerning the ſin againſt the Holy Ghoſt, 

which the former of theſe evangeliſts ſays was delivered in the 
former part of the ſame day. In favour of the probability of. 

the former it may be ſaid, that, being pretty date in che day, 
bis relations might think he would be quite exhauſted ; and in 
favour, of the latter, that his ſubject: nt, lead him to to ſpeak 
with peculiar earneſtneſs and vehemence. Luke ſeems not to 
have ſuppoſed that " I of the n was delivered from 
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The ebBirration evncerning the Candle andthe buthet, Mank 
the admonitions, Take heed kow ye hear, ard To Jim that Math 
ſhall more be given, follow one another in the ſame order in 
Mark and Luke; and are in both introduced after the parable 
of the ſower. In Mark they are ſucceeded by another parable 
concerning fowing. But in Matthew all the above menti- 
oned particulars make part of the ſermon on the mount. I 
make no difficulty of admitting that our Lord might repeat 
the ſame obſervations and admonitions again and again; but I 
do not think that the place aſſigned to theſe in Mark and Luke 
is quite natural. But that both theſe writers, who, I am per- 
fuaded, had not ſeen tach other's goſpels till they had compoſed 
their own, ſhould arrange theſe things, that appear to have 
kale or mo couneftion, in the fame order, is rather remark- 
able. It is not, however, the only inſtance of the kind, ＋ 
will occur to a perſon who ſhall attentively peruſe the goſpels. 
ſometimes think that theſe feemingly odd coincidences may. * 
ariſen from their having ſeen one another's Fri after they 
had written their ov 19 , and ; chers (but mw 
_ own words 4 manner) y:th 65 Ky per; or 
might bott wake af 7 geht pr BY 
= pile of Jeſus, taken 1 ho! mout the c 9 the Ap Trolle, as 
might racy " 1 e hinder | 
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| Mark ſays, iv.) 36. at after Jeſus hadidlllvere@ the cd 
Ade ſower Sc. bum dhe ſhip, thiy took hind den id he "vas 
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in the ſhip; that at this time he ſtilled the tempeſt, and, 
landing on the Other ſide, cured the demon jacs. But, acc erding 

to Matthew, xii. 36. Jeſus; went into a houſe after deliver- 
ing thoſe parables, and the voyage croſs the ſea, when he 

cured / the, demoniacs, had happened before. Both thoſe 

writers. are very expreſs in noting theſe very, different cir- 
cumſtances of this; tranſagion, L have adhered to the ageaunt 
of Matthew, as unqueſtionably. an eye witneſs. I bur A 
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Obfervatons concerning the Ts me 2 _ M; "Wy 'o the 
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1.8 Matthew makes n no mention * any a poinument of the 
Twelve before the time whent the were 7,09 nt out to. preach; 

and both Mark and Luke! exprebsly 27 ay, "thar they were "alles 
to bs with our Lord, fome time before, with a view. to their 
future miſſion; Thave ſupplied the defect of Matthew from thoſe 
other Evangeliſts: and I have preferred, ] Mark's,a s,account of the 
time of this event to that of Luke, becauſe,” according to the 
latter, it preceded the ſermon on the mount, when, according 
to Matthew, who muſt Hñave been the beſt ihformed. in this 
caſe, he himſelf was not called to attend upon Jeſus. And 
as both Mark and Luke expreſsly ſayithat.be then choſe twelve, 
1 can hardly think that che choſe nd mord than eienen at that 


time, and afterwards made the number twelve by the call of 
Matthew. 
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It will be no objeftion to the appointment of the Twelve at 
this time, that their miſſion followed o ſoon after; for, in fact, 
all the Twelve, except Matthew, had actually attended felus 
ever fince his firſt appearance in Galilee ; and as Matthew ſeems 
to have reſided at Capernaum, it is probable that he had both 
heard and ſeen much of Jeſus, ' and particularly that he had 
heard the ee on! a, mount, mega was delivered in that 
. e 5 rn OY tik Jin IA Ara n 

bie Oi 5,97 { >) BOG e 

It e to — the ſappolition of Si LR the 4 time 
- when the apoſtles were really appointed, that the Twelve are 
never mentioned in the account of any tranſattion previous to 
this time of their nomination, ' though that TEIN doth oe- 
cur afterwards, as. dark iv. 1 p. nee cg © 
I owe choſen, vii to WE from the ne of Mat- 
thew, at leaſt from the preſent order of his goſpel, with reſpect 
to the time of the miſſion of the Twelve, and che inquiry chat 
John male re 6} "whicly: is comfeied D 


n dew theſe events du dry hes thoſe of ho 
day in which he himſelf was called, and before the account 
of the diſciples plucking the ears of corn; and conſequently a 
conſiderable time before our Lord's arrival at Nazareth, where 
Mark and Luke place it. I 1 us e Mark and: Luke 
for Ee e «0 26h" i ay 

al 11 Wil G3 

n +. According to the PINT es Matthew, abecimifibn 
of the Twelve follows the call of Matthew ſo dloſely, that 
it can hardly be ſuppoſed/'that, fimple as the buſineſs of their 
preaching then was, he could be ſufficiently inſtructed for the 
purpoſe of his miſſion. Indeed, according to this order, the 
other eleven had not been called more than «few days before, 
and therefore cantot be ſuppoſed to have been much better 
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qualified; whereas, upon my hypotheſis, the Twelve had been 


; n and had nenen nen Lord much longer. 
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2. According to the preſont order of Matthew's, goſpel, 


Jeſus pronounces the woe upon Chorazin and other places in 


that neighbourhood, xi. 20. before he had made one half of 
his ſtay in Galilee for that time; whereas it is more natural to 
ſuppoſe, with Mark and Luke, that he pronounced it juſt he- 
fore his taking leave of Galilee, in order to go to Jeruſalem, 
when the inhabitants of thoſe cities had had more 1 
15 ſeeing * _— 1 bearing his 2 — 

Upon Ee whale, S think it taſier to S e e 
of thoſe parts of Matthew's goſpel; than that this evangeliſt 
ſhould give an account of things ſo much leſs natural and pro- 
bable than Mark and Luke; and I think that ſeveral arguments 
may be drawn from the ſtate of Matthew's goſpel iiſelf, in fa- 
vour of a tranſpoſition of all that intervenes between ch. ix. 84. 
and the ent of the eleventh chapter; and to conclude, that 1 it 
was originally placed at the ond of __ thirteenth en 


g. Not the leaſt dai can ie to hies mron{$oltion from 
comparing che preſent connection of; the part to be tranſpoſed 
with the new connection, but, on the cohtrary, ſomething i in 
favour of it; as Jeſus's going about teaching in the cities and 
villages, ix. 35. and ſending out his apaſtles, ſeems more na- 
turally to follow his being rejected at Nazareth, a country in 
which he had not preackedbefore, und where he knew that, his 
ſtay was to be very-ſhart;. than! any thing that 1s lated. 1 
dedent to it ®thoipraſcalt par 4 Hihoyin 1 71. | 


* 


<4 


4- "tad 5 ebenen for "> conſider- 
ing, that the very ſame words, at that time (e cane run uf fol- 
low the „ parts, beth. in their preſent fituation and 
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in that in which I would place them. There is alſo ſomething 
ſimilar in the ſenſe of what precedesthe preſent and the ſuppoſed 
place of theſe tranſpoſed: parts. For, as they now fland, they 
follow the account of the unbelief of the Phariſees, ho dfcribee: 
the mitacles of Jeſus to the prince of demons; and where I 
would place them, they would follow the account of the 
unbehef of his own countrymen, who, becauſe they knew: his 
family, could not conceive ae yay deer be o much Giſtin- 
guilhed. : K 29630 da 10 n 11118 Forge: s 17 


5. Matthew's account, as it now ſtands, is ſuch a comrkliaicn 
to that of Mark and Luke, as one would chuſe to avoid, if it 
could be done without much violenee to the text. Mark and 
Luke are expreſs in aſſerting, that the Twelve returned from 
their miſſion on the day that Jeſus: fled from Herod, and juſt 
before the feeding of the five thouſand. If this were fo, it muſt 
be contrary to truth to repreſent the Twelve as in company 
with our Lord in any tranſaction that intervened between their 
miſſion and this retreat; but in this interval Matthew: plies 
the ſtory of the Corn- Held and many other tranſactions, in 
which the diſciples (among whom, I believe, it is univerſally Fant 
poſed, in this caſe, that the Twelve are included, if they 
vere not Pen, AY Dy” my 10 have been 

with him“ | cnt —_—_ 


3 1 Q's fy Op 
.I 111 ' i 


8. andes | hiraſelf foers b to mention a return of the Tuche, 
as after ſome ſeparation, at the time of this retreat, though 
not ſo particularly as Mark and Luke; Matt. xiv. 3. And; 
when it was even, the diſciples came unto him. And it is the 
more probable that the return after their miſſion was intended, 
ſince Matthew makes no other mention of their return, and 
it is at the very ſame ee winch the other evange- 
liſts fix for. their return. 6Þd 10 15h? EIS [1455 + oldedurg 
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7. When Jeſus fled from Herod, after the death of John, not 
Ss do Mark and Luke repreſent him as being without his 
diſciples, but Matthew alſo ſeems to ſuppoſe him in the ſame 


| circumſtances; for he ſays, xiv. 12. And when, Feſus heard it 


HE departed thence, and the people followed IMM. But if the 
diſciples were with him at this time, as Matthew, according to 
the preſent order of his goſpel, repreſents, ſince no ſeparation 
is mentioned, they muſt have been with him then alſo, contrary 
to the expreſs aſſertion of the other evangeliſts. 


8. Admittiog this tranſſ poſiti ion, all the neighbouring ents 
in the hiſtory of. Jeſus have an eaſy connection, and all the 
three evangeliſts agree in their arrangement of them; all of 
them repreſenting the cure of the ſiek of the palſy, and che call 
of Matthew as preceding the ſabbath on which the diſciples 
plucked the ears of corn; that about this time the Twelve were 
appointed, and that upon our Lords removal to Nazareth, and 


being rejected there, he went to preach in other cities and vil - 


lages; and that nat having been in their neighbourhood ſinee the 
commencement of his publie miniſtry, and ſeeing great multi- 
tudes in want of inſtruction, he ſent the Twelve, two and two, 
to preach to them. This contributed to ſpread the fame of, 
Jeſus more than ever. Jahn at this time ſent to enquire con- 
cerning him. Herod alſo was alarmed, and probably threatening 
to ſeize him and his diſciples, who were all in his territories, 
they all flee out of his dominions into thoſe of his brother Philip, 
and meet the ſame day. Upon this ſuppoſition, alſo, the woe, 
pronounced upon Chorazn, Ec. in late and enn. as: was 
. en abe, LTD ah AW . i 


Ty 
TILE 


Wide be! s of this 3 e the 


order of Mark and Luke is certainly much more natural and 
probable than the **! order of Matthew ; which, conſider- | 


ing 


F 7 „ „ 


4 * — 
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| | ing that Matcher was pech in all the rrunſutions, kd. the 
nm eee CW Res 


+) + 0 2% 13 iy 75 818 5 71 C . 1 - 
J E C T 10 N XIV. 


into ancia Order of Events from the Ae of 


the Twelve Apoſiles to 1 s ONT. 12015 dh 
Jeruſalem. 


$4, of the Duration of John's FILLS 


S Matthew conneQs the inquiry chat John made, Concer 
ing Jeſus immediately with the | miſſion, of the apaſtles, 
and Mark (vi. 14,) connects the alarm of Herod at the miracles 
of Jeſus with the ſame event, it is probable that John was, put 
to death ſoon after his ſending thoſe diſciples; and ſuppoſing 
that he lived till their return, he died in the fulleſt ſatisfaction 
concerning the miſſion of Jeſus, that himſelf or his: diſciples 
could want. As John was thrown into priſon preſently after 
the paſſover, and was beheaded a little before r vg it 

may be eee that he lay in r wont * ie! 
1995 21 3 —— 


vi 2. of the. Time when „ on uc, 
_ of Galilee. 

Luke repreſents ons Lord as pronouncing the woe upon 

Chorazin, &c. in the hearing of the ſeventy diſciples, after 


giving 
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giving them their inſtructions; but according to Matthew, xi. 


20, it was pronounced i in the hearing of the people, after the 
diſcourſe concerning John, when the Twelve were not with 


him. It is not improbable but that our Lord might have uſed 
the ſame expreſſions more than once or twice. I have inſerted 
this diſcourſe where I ſuppoſe it was firſt uſed. ' Luke might 


introduce it where he has done, as being moſt pertinent on our 


Lord's taking his final leave of Galilee. 


If it be ſaid that our Lord's exclamation againſt the cities of 
Galilee, which had not hearkened to his inſtructions, comes 
too ſoon after his arrival in Galilee from Judea, being not 
more than four weeks; I anſwer that, beſides that one ſolemn 
exhortation delivered in each of the places particularly men- 
tioned would ſufficiently authorize it, our Lord had been in 
Galilee before the paſſover, having at Cana changed the water 
into wine. Beſides, this ſolemn denunciation might refer to 
what would be the conſequence of all his preaching in Galilee, 
which continued till the feaſt of Tabernacles, that is, all the ſum- 
mer or the beſt part of the year: and being delivered at this 
time, it might be kindly intended as an admonition to them, 
with — to > future N to them. 


z 
1 — 
* 


6. Whither "the Diſeidles went after te foi of the Five 
Thouſand 


Mark A vi. 45, that Jeſus, after feeding the five couſand 
ſent the diſciples by ſhip to Betſſaida. John ſays, vi. 17, 
it was towards Capernaum ; but both thoſe places were on the 
ſame ſide of the lake, and not far from one another. 
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3 4: Of Fofuts Journey i Jerſſien at the Trat fre. 


Since Matthew, Mark, and Luke omit any mention of 
Jeſus s going to Jeruſalem at the feaſt of Pentecoſt, it ſeems 
probable that he went alone, and that he made no long ſtay. 
In the fifth chapter of John, where only we have any account 
of this journey, it is ſaid that 7e/us went up, but his diſciples 
are not ſo much as mentioned in the whole chapter. Perhaps 
he did not perform that journey on foot, that he might be as 
little as poſſible from Galilee, to which country he ſeems to 
have devoted all the firſt part of the year, viz. from the paſſo- 
ver to the feaſt of Tabernacles. His diſciples, if they did go 
to the feaſt, might travel in the ſame manner, and perhaps be 
diſperled among their mne, in Jeruſalem. 


$ 5. 0 the Proper place for he Incidents — IS Luke 
3 ch. IX. 51, to, viii. 16˙ 


= Front $4 ix. 51. to xviii. 14. Lale ſeems to relate what 
paſſed after Jeſus took his final leave of Galilee, in order go 
reſide chiefly in Judea, during the remainder of his miniſterial 
year. This appears to me ſufficiently to account for the man- 
ner in which this part of his hiſtory is introduced, And it came 
to paſs when the time was come that he ſhould be received up. 
If we refer theſe incidents to the feaſt of Dedication, we ſtill de- 
part from the literal ſenſe of the words (on the moſt probable 
ſuppoſition, that a-an}u5 means his aſcenſion tothe Father, afier 
the completion of his miniſtry) and it is impoſlible- to find room 
for them in the hiſtory ſubſequent to his j Journey to Jeruſalem, 
at the laſt paſſover, when only the time was actually come that 
he — be received up. | 
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Beſides, in this part of his work, Luke ſeems to relate, 
without much regard to the order of time, a number of inſtruc- 
tions and parables, many of which muſt have been delivered 
before either the ſending out, or the return of the Seventy, 
mentioned x. 17. This evangeliſt, however, ſeems to have 
imagined, that they were all delivered about the time 0 ok his 
laſt Wr from Galilee to Jeruſalem. 


Thoſe of theſe incidents and diſcourles, 1 cannot be pa- 


rallelled in Matthew, or any other evangeliſt, I thought 1 could 
not do better than throw all together, between the feaſt of Ta- 


bernacles (at, or ſoon after which, the Seventy probably re- 


turned) and the feaſt of; l 


96. Of the Parable of the Muſtard Seed and of the Leaven. | 
The parables of the muſtard ſeed, and of the leaven, men- 


| tioned Luke xiii. 18, are related in different circumſtances by * - 


Matthew; but as they are mentioned by Luke in immediate 
connection with the account of our Lord's travelling towards 


Jeruſalem, it may perhaps be moſt adviſable to "OI. them 
in a complete harmony. 


* 


9 7. 3 Diſeon?/e concerning hating a Man's Father and 
There is a ©" parallel to that of prog xiv. 25. con- 
cerning a man's hating his father and mother, Sc. in Matt. xvi. 


32. In Matthew, however, .it is related as ſpoken to his diſ- 
ciples in private, but in Luke to a great multitude. | 
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Ly 8. Of the Menue delivered beyond Jordan. 


The ate gerdde ee dd Matt. xix 3. &c. appear, by er 
connection, to have been delivered beyond Jordan; and they 
alſo appear to have immediately er dd Jeſus's laſt journey 
to Jeruſalem. We muſt, therefore, ſuppoſe the evangeliſt 
omitted all that paſſed between our Lard's leaving this coun- 
try to his return to it, mentioned by John only. From their 
introduction in Matthew and Mark, they would ſeem to have 
been delivered . immediately upon his firſt arrival in that 
country from Galilee (Matt. xix. Mark x. 1) but as the 
concluſion of them is immediately cotineted with the ac- 
count of his laſt journey from thence to Jeruſalem, every 
incident of which muſt have made the deepeſt impreſſion on 
their memories, I think i it moſt probable chat they were deli- 
vered t . 2 7 5 2 


d 9. Of i the Place where the Infants were brought to 2 


According to Matthew and Mark the infants were brought 
to Jeſus, and the queſtion concerning eternal life was aſked 
beyond Jordan; but Luke (xviit. 15). repreſents them as hap- 
pening only in the way to Jeruſalem, without mentioning the- 
country beyond Jordan. This evangeliſt ſeems not to have 
imagined that Jeſus went thither at all, in his journey from 
Galilee: for he only mentions his paſſing through Samaria, 
though he doth mention his coming to Jericho, which was 
in his 1 from beyond * and not in his e nn 
| Samaria. 1 | 
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9 10. / the Blind Man cured by Igſus near Jericho. 


The blind man, according to Luke xviii. 35. (compared with 
xix. 1.) was cured before Jeſus entered Jericho, whereas Mat- 
thew ſays expreſsly, xx. 29. that the miracle was performed 
as they departed from Jericho. This evangeliſt, who was preſent, 
is moſt to be depended on. 

Pilkington, indeed, tine Na, the word yy: may * 
nify to be near, as well as io approach, and in proof of this 
he ſays that Luke uſes the ſame word when he is deſeribing 
the laſt entry of ſeſus into Jeruſalem, when he ſays y ws 
Be9Goyn xou Boomer, as he was near to Bethhhage and Bethany ; 
becauſe it is evident, from the courſe of the hiſtory, that Jeſus 
was then going not towards but from Bethphage and Bethany, 
p. 45. But Luke ſays nothing of Jeſus having been at Beth- 
phage or Bethany, as the other evangeliſts do, but defcribes 
his triumphant entry into Jeruſalem as in immediate connection 
with his journey from Jericho. Luke's idea probably was 
fimply this, that the circumſtance he was about to relate hap- 
pened when Jeſus was ſo far on his way to Jeruſalem as to be 
near Bethphage and Bethany, but before he entered them ; 
and as Jeruſalem was at no great diſtance, it might probably be 
in view from ſome part of the road, before his arrival at thoſe 
two villages. | 


911. Of the Parable concerning the Ten Servants, and the Ten 
Talents, 


The parable related in Luke, xix. 11. concerning the no- 
bleman and his ten ſervants, and that in Matthew, xxv. 19. 


. concerning the talents, very much reſemble one another ; | 
a 


% 


© HARMONY or THE EVANGELISTS. „ 
they differ in ſeveral reſpeQs, and the parable in Luke is ex- 
preſtly ſaid to be delivered, becauſe he was nigh to Jeruſalem 


| (perhaps in the houſe of Zaccheus) whereas the parable in 
Matthew was delivered after his laſt departure: from the tem- 


__ 


$ 12. Of the Lamentation wo Jeſus over Jeruſalem. 


It ſeems more probable that o1 our Lord's lamentation over Jeru- 
ſalem was made when he came in view of the city, in his jour- 
ney from Jericho to Bethany, than during his triumphant entry 
into it, as Luke repreſents. In coming to Bethany he muſt 
have been very near Jeruſalem, the two places being only four- 
teen furlongs diſtant from one another. Beſides, ſo particular 
a prophecy as our Lord's ſpeech upon this occaſion contains 
(Luke xix. 41.) ſeems more likely to have been delivered to his 
particular diſciples than to the mixed multitude that attended 
him in his triumphant entry. As no other evangeliſt, how- 
ever, mentions his lamentation, it may ſeem too bold to ſer 
aſide the order even n of Luke upon mere conjecture. 


13. 07 the Supper at ”_ 


. LEE No to Matthew (xxvi. 6) Jeſus ſupped with Simon 
at Bethany (at which time. Mary anointed him with precio 
ointment) two days before the paſſover, after his triumphal — 


into Jeruſalem, and his diſcourſes in the temple. But John, 

(xii. 1) expreſsly ſays, that this ſupper was fix days before 

the paſſover, and allo, xii. 12, the day before his triumphant 

entry. In this caſe we muſt either make the authority of Mat- 

thew yield to that of John, who is the more circumſtantial of 

the two, or we muſt tranſpoſe the account of Matthew; and if 
| 0 2 the 
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the verſes that contain this ſtory in Matthew, xxvi. 6—13; be 
conſidered, they will be found to ſtand very aukwardly in their; 
preſent ſituation, where they interrupt an account of a con- 
ſultation among the J-ws about putting Jeſus to death. And 
the whole ſtory, from v. 6. to 13. incluſive, may very eaſily 
he taken out, and v. 5. and 14. will have ſufficient connection. 
The goſpel of Mark will read equally well with a ſimilar paren- 

theſis, viz. from ch. 14. v. 3, to v. 9, inclüſive. | 


It is not impoſſible, but that the ſtory might have been writ- 
ten by Matthew after the reſt of the hiſtory was compoſed ; 
and, that finding his account of the journey from Jericho, 
and of the entry into Jeruſalem were ſo connefted, xii. 1. that 
the account of this Tupper could not be inſerted between them 
(and not being very ſolicitous about the exact order of his 
narration) he, or ſome other perſon for him, put It, without 
much circumſpettion, where it now ſtands, 


It is remarkable, however, and rene to this mt 
ſition, that this ſtory 1 in Mark ſtands preciſely in the ſame con- 
nection as it doth in Matthew. It looks as if Mark, when he 

ſaw Matthew's goſpel, had drawn up an account of the ſame - 
incident, and inſerted it in the ſame place in his own work, 


Or theſe tories may have happened to be ſo conneRted in 
the notes taken from the apoſtles preaching, and, being 


of good authority in other reſpects, may have gained ſo much 
credit, as to have been copied by the evangeliſts themſelves, 
Juſt as we find them. I hardly know how to account for the 
remarkable reſemblance between the goſpels of Matthew and 
Mark in this caſe, without having recourſe to this ſuppoſition; 
as I am convinced that they had neither of them ſeen 


each other's goſpel; at TR at the time 2 their beginning to to 
write. 


It 
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It is poſſible, however, that Matthew and: Mark might chuſe 
to introduce the account of the ſupper at Bethany, aſter men- 
tioning the laſt conſultation of the ſews to kill: Jefus, 'and: of 
the aſſiſtance they received from Judas, by reciting, in that 

place, the firſt occaſion of :Judas's diſguſt, though it happened 
Tod time before; a thing which is very common with hiſto- . 
rians. Upon the whole, I have adhered to the account of 
John. Having ſeen what the other evangeliſts had written, it 

may he preſumed that, where he differs er ONE it was s with | 
| Wh an in order 17 more e : 


In one reſpect te» account oy Matthew. ws Mark W 
thought to be more probable than that of John. It is ebident that 
the Jews held frequent conſultations about putting Jeſus to death, 
particularly at the time of the reſurrection of Lazarus; but, 
according to all the evangeliſts, Judas was inſtigated to betray 
him, by the affront he. conceived to be put upon him, in the 
obſervation our Lord made about the precious ointment at this 
ſupper at Bethany; and it is more probable that he ſhould 
| keep to ſo baſe a purpoſe two days only, than fix." But, on 
the other hand, there would be more time for conſultation 
upon che other ſuppoſition, as it is not ſo probable that ſo con- 
venient an opportunity as Judas found ſhould have occurred 
in two days. CL17 ff AIM 


Mr. Whiſton, and other harmoniſts, maintain that che 
anointing of our Saviour mentioned by John is wholly diffe- 
rent from that which. is mentioned by Matthew and Mark. But 
the different circumſtances in theſe ſtories, on which! he lays fo 
much ſtreſs, are either nnn or not abſolutely incom- 
pabl e.. en 432000 
Ihe. 
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The anointing mentioned by John was of the feet, the other 
of the head and the whole body. But both might have been 
done at the ſame time. Of the former only Judas complained, 
of the other, all the diſciples. But the reft might join in his 
complaint, though leſs openly. In the former Mary ſerved, 
the other was in the houle of Simon the leper. But Mary, 
being a neighbour, and perhaps a On might ſerve in the 
; houſe of inen. | 


Mr Whiſton finds a backer difference i in the on and: 
apologies, which our Saviour made for the woman. * At the 
«'former,” he ſays, * our Saviour deſires Judas not to exclaim 
« againſt her, as if ſhe hail ſpent abundance of ointment on a 
© ceremony. Againſt the day of the fireparation for my funeral 
© has ſhe kept it; as if he had ſaid, ſhe has ſpent but little of it 
now, ſhe has reſerved the main part of it for a fitter time, 
e the day before my delivery to the Jews. At the latter 
6 anointing, Mark lays, ſhe has done what ſhe could. She 2s 
** come before hand, to anoint my body for the preparation to my 
« funeral which words will bear this paraphraſe. Becauſe 
* ſhe ſees noproſpett of an opportunity ofembalming my body 
& hereafter, ſhe prevents her intentions as well as ſhe can, by 
« anointing my body thus before hand, inſtead of it.“ Hr 


Mony, p. 129. 


But certainly Mary had no more expeAtation of the death of 
Jeſus than the other diſciples. And it appears to me very ex- 
traordinary that, if Judas had been reproved by our Lord, with 
ſo much. ſeverity, four days before, and this very anointi 
had even been foretold by him, as Mr. Whiſton ſuppoſes, the 
other diſciples ſhould have been ſo very inattentive, as to com- 


plain of it a ſecond time, and give our Lord occaſion to repeat 
b his rebuke. 


The 
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The agreement between theſe hiſtories Mr. Whiſton acknow- 
ledges to be ſo great, that there is a great deal of colour for ſup- 
poling them to be the ſame; both anointings being, a few days 
before the paſſover, performed by the ſame woman, Mary; in 
the ſame place, Bethany; the price of the ointment the very 
ſame, three hundred pence; the woman being at both times re- 
proved by others, and being vindicated by our Saviour; moſt 
of the company, alſo, being the ſame. 955 


Jeruſalem is twenty miles from Jericho, ſo that Jeſus could not 
ſup at Bethany and enter in triumph from Jericho thenext day. 
The ſupper at Bethany, therefore, muſt intervene between che 
journey from Jericho and the entry. It is not improbable, hut 
that he might ſpend à day or two in the family of Lazarus at 
that time, which might give Simon a proper opportunity of in · 
viting him to his houſe, and making ſuitable preparation to 
receive bun. 


If we ſuppoſe that this Sino the leper 1 was a . diſciple and 
friend of Chriſt, which I think is rather probable (as another 
: would hardly have riſked the diſpleaſure of the ruling Jews ſo 
much, as to entertain a man who was now become ſo exceed! 
obnoxious to them) and he had previous intimation of Jeſus's viſit 
to Rethany, and received him the very night of his arnval, we 
{hall be better able to account for the miſtake of Mark, who 
places the purging of the temple the day after the triumphant 
entry; whereas it was the day after his arrival in Bethany, two 
contiguous dates, one of which he my be A to have 
maltaken for the other, 


SECTION 


%% oo sERVATIONS ON THE 


Obfervations on. the Order of Events from the triumphant 
Entry into Jeruſalem, to the Examination of Jeſus be- 
[JO the _—_—_— 


d 1. Of the Purgi ng A the 22 


by done reader will perceive that I have . the opinion 

of Mr. Mann in ſuppoſing that Chriſt purged the temple 
only once, and that at the laſt pra His reaſons are the 
following: kg] 


(1) All the other evangeliſts mention | this event as raking | 
_ at the laſt paſſover. 


(2) Such an act of abe is not agreeable to the caution 
with which our Lord began his public miniſtry ; being accom- 
panied with a public declaration that he was the ſon of God, 
or the Meſſiah, a declaration, which, at that time, he avoided 
making. 1 | 


(3) Such an affront to 1 Jewifh 3 could not have paſſed 
unnoticed or unpuniſhed. And yet ſome time after it appears, 
that neither Herod, nor many of the people had heard of Jeſus; 
and ſix months after this event (a year or two according to 
other Harmoniſts) his brethren bade him go and ſhew himſelf at 
Jeruſalem. 


(4) If 
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(34) If Jeſus had; made this declaration, accompanied with 
fo high an act of authority, at Jeruſalem, would the chief prieſts 
have accuſed him, as in Luke xxiii. f. of deving 10 n 
Gables, to fiervert hh n with, has aun 98 


(5) To theſe e of Mr. Manes: Ewe a hs 
none of the evangeliſts give the leaſt hint of Jeſus having purged 
the temple more than once, and the accounts of them all con- 
tain the very ſame PO 


(6) The ke thes contain this account in a Jobs ü. 19—23. 
ſeem to have no buſineſs in the-place where they now ſtand. 
For, take them away, and the parts they now disjoin have an 


eaſy connection; there being a kind of contraſt between our 


Lord's diſciples only believing on him, upon ſeeing one miracle 
at Cana, v. 12. and many believing on him, when they ſaw 
nay miracles performed by him at Henen mentioned 


V. 28+ ff”. pol 


8 the hiforian would hardly fm, choſen to mention 
its being the paſſover twice ſo near together, as at v. 13. and 
23, when there could have been no danger of any: porſon hav- 
ing nn. or miſtaken it. 


(7 The firſt intimation that our Lend gave the * that he 
was the Chriſt, ſeems to have been at the feaſt of Pentecoſt, John 
v. 17, and it inſtigated them to ſeek to ſlay him. But 
had he made the ſame declaration on his purging the temple 
before, they would hardly have been ſo much exaſperated now 


on that account. 


(8) No objection vill b to this hypotheſis from the 
attention of the Jews being excited concerning Jeſus, and the 
motives of Nicodemus's application to him, on account, of the 


"3s - — ; N * 1 . T3 - want : 


= — —ͤ——ᷓ—ä— —— ES 
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want of this exertion of authority ; which is by ſome ſuppoſed 


| almoſt neceſſary to account for them. For, beſides what John 


the Baptiſt had done, in bearing witneſs to Jeſus, and pointing 
him out to the people, and beſides the miracle at Cana (the fame 


of which doth not, indeed, ſeem to have ſpread very far) our 


Lord performed many miracles at this very paſſover in Jeruſa- 
lem, and on the feaſt day; as is expreſsly ſaid, John ii. 23, 
and iv. 45. | | F 0 


Matthew deſcribes Chriſt's purging the temple as performed 
on the very day of his triumphant entry into Jeruſalem, before 
he curſed the fig-tree. But, according to Mark, xi. 15, he only 
looked about upon all things, when he firſt viſited the temple, 
and, it being even, he went to Bethany; from whence return- 
ing, in the morning, he curſed the fig-tree, and then, on the 
ſecond day of his viſiting the temple, he purged it. 


It has been ſaid that, though Mark only ſays that 7e/irs looked 
round about upon all things on his firſt viſit to the temple, after 
his triumphant entry into Jeruſalem, the word which he makes 
uſe of (vc) implies the ejection of the buyers and 
ſellers, expreſſing a /ook of indignation, reproof, and correction. 
(See Pilkington, p. 18). It has therefore been ſuppoſed that our 
Lord purged the temple both on that day, and the following. 
But I own that this appears to me to be a harſh conſtruction of 
the word. Beſides if Mark really knew of the firſt, as well as of 
the ſecond purging of the temple, and alludes to both, it would 


have been more natural for him to have written at large the 


account of the firſt purging, rather than that of the ſecond. 


\ 2. Of the Prophecy concerning the Dęſtruction of Jeruſalem. 


What Luke repreſents our Lord as ſaying to the Phariſees 
before he arrived at Jeruſalem, concerning the deſtruction of 
that 
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that city, ch. xvii, was not ſaid, according to Matthew and 
- Mark, till after. he had taken his final leave of the temple, juſt 
before the laſt paſſover, and was then communicated to his 
diſciples only, together with what is contained in the 21ſt 
chapter of his goſpel. I hardly think that Luke's account of 
the circumſtances of this remarkable prophecy, or of his pro- 
phetical declarations on his public entry into Jeruſalem, are 
agreeable to the uſual caution and reſerve of our Saviour in 
thoſe reſpetts. However the ſentiments in Matthew and Luke 
are ſo much the ſame, that in compiling an Harmony, I ſhould 
chuſe to place them together, that they might be more eaſily 


compared, 


63. Of Fefus's ſaying to the Fews, * Ye ſhall not ſee me till ye hall 
ay. Bleſſed is he that cometh in the Name of the Lord.“ 


Our Lord's ſaying to the Jews, Ye ſhall not ſee me till ye ſay, 
Blaſſed is he that cometh in the name of the” Lord, Luke (xii. 35). 

ſuppoſes to have been pronounced by him, in, Galilee, before he 
arrived at Jeruſalem; but Matthew (xxiii. 39) ſuppoſes that 
theſe words were pronounced in the temple, after, his trium- 
phant entry. N 


Grotius would tranſlate the words « a» «i]: of Matthew to 
ſignify till ye could wiſh to ſay, referring to his coming to judg- 
ment with power and great glory. I can only ſay with Doc- 
tor Doddridge, I wiſh the words would bear that ſenſe. He 
paraphraſes them thus; Till your calamities have taught you 
* ardently to wiſh for the Meſſiah, and as a nation gladly 
to receive me under that character.“ For my own part, I am 

not quite ſatisfied with any ſenſe that I have ſeen put upon theſe 
words, | | 


Fr” "2 


1 
5 


of which Palm Sunday is a memorial (and therefore on this, as 
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OE INE, 80, 7" N 500, bisl en Cotig? ln 
8 + the introduflion * the Greeks to Teſs, Ge. "2M 


The diſcourſes recorded' in John xii. 20, &c. ſeem not to 
have been delivered on the day that he firſt entered the temple, 
and purged 'it. The Greeks had robably heard of that 
extraordinary action, and were Nerdy the more induced to 
make inquiry concerning him. And the diſcourſes that follow 
concerning his miſſion ſeem very properly to precede thoſe 
aweful parables that relate to the rejection of chriſtianity by 
the Jews, and that are recorded in Matthew and the other 
——— a 


85. Of te Day of the Paſſover in the Palcom. rel. 


Critics have 3 exceedingly puzzled to determine whe- 
ther the Thurſday on which Jefus inſtituted the Lord's ſupper 
was the proper day of the Jewiſh paſſover; and ſeveral cir- 
cumſtances have contributed to make this queſtion of ſomewhat 


difficult ſolution. Had there been no other goſpel beſides thoſe of 


Matthew, Mark, and Luke, there would, I think, have been no 


doubt but that the paſſover had been on the Thurſday, and that 
our Lord joined in the celebration of it at the ſame time with the 
reſt of the Jews. On the other hand, had there been no other 
goſpel than that of John, there would have been as little doubt 
but that Friday had been the day of the paſſover; and therefore 
that our Lord either did not celebrate it at all, or that he antici- 
pated the day appointed by the law. All theſe writers, how- 
ever, being preſent at the tranſaction, it is impoſlible that they 
ſhould have had different idem of the matter. | 


John calls the day before = ton entry into Jeruſalem, 


well 
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well as on other accounts, may be concluded to have been on a 
Sunday) the fexth day before the paſſover. Ch. xii. v. 1. In relating 
the tranſactions of the Thurſday, he ſays not a word about the 
paſſover; but on the day following he repreſents the Jews as 
refuſing to go into Pilate's Judgment-hall, 4% they Should 
defile themſelves, but that they might eat the paſſover, ch. xviii. 
v. 28. he'calls the ſame day the preparation of the paſſover, 
ch. 19. v. 14; and he calls the ſabbath following a high day, 
ch. xix. v. 31. as if it was the feaſt of unleavened bread, which 
immediately followed the paſſover. Laſtly, it is thought to 
favour this ſuppoſition that Jeſus would then die at the very 
time of the celebration of the paſſover, while the people were 
killing the paſchal lambs in the temple, which would make a 
beautiful comcidence of the type with the antitype. 


On the other hand, Matthew, ſpeaking of the events of the 
Thurſday, ch. 26. v. 17. calls it the firſt day of the feaſt of un- 
leavened bread. Mark uſeth the ſame expreſhon, ch. 14. v. 12. 
and farther ſays that it was the day when they killed the paſſe 
oder. Luke alſo calls it the day when the paſſover muſt" be 
killed, ch. 22. v. 7. They likewiſe all of them expreſsly ſay, 
_ on the ſame day they made ready the paſſover, Matt. 26. 
19. Mark 14. 16. Luke 22. 1g. and on the evening of that 
has Jeſus and the twelve Apoſtles ſat down to ſupper, which, 
from what went before, it is impoſſible not to underſtand of 
the paſchal ſupper. Luke alſo repreſents him as ſaying, 
during that ſupper, ch. 22. v.'15, With defire have I defired to 
eat this paſſover with you before I ſuffer. For I ſay unto you, 
T will not any more eat thereof, until it be fu {filled in the king- 
dom of God. From which we could not but take it for granted 
that he had then eaten of the Paſſover for the Laſt time. 


At the ſame time none of the evangeliſts give the leaſt hint 


of there being two days on which the paſſover might be killed, 
which 
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which ſome have ſuppoſed, one for the people of Galilee, and 
the other for the inhabitants of Jeruſalem, Beſides that the law 
expreſsly fixes the killing of the paſchal lamb to one particular 
*. viz. the evening of the fourteenth day of the firſt month. 


I own Iam clearly of opinion, that our Lord eat « the paſſover 
at the preciſe time appointed by the law, and the ſame day on 
which the reſt of the Jewiſh nation celebrated that feaſt. In- 
deed, I do not ſee how he that came to fulfil all r1ghteouſneſs 
ſhould do otherwiſe; or if he had, that the Jews, who were ſo 
attentive to his conduct, would not have made it an article of 
their charge againſt him; eſpecially, conſidering how ready 
they were to cavil at him for his neglecting to obſerve their 
ſuperſtitious ceremonies, thoſe for which they could not al- 
ledge the authority of Moſes or the law; beſides it cannot be 
ſuppoſed that any perſon would have been ſuffered to W 
the law ſo publickly as this muſt have been done. 


Dr. Macknight, without ſeeming to have attended to FEY 
conſiderations, is very deciſively of a contrary opinion; main- 
taining that our Lord anticipated the legal time for eating the 
paſſover. He ſays, p. 94, that the lambs for the paſſover being 


by far too numerous to be killed by the prieſts and Levites, in 


the ſhort ſpace of time appointed for that ſervice by the law, 

the people were allowed to perform this ſervice themſelves; 

and, in proof of this, he rightly quotes two paſſages of Philo; 

but he did not conſider that, though the people were allowed 

to kill the paſchal lambs themſelves, they were not allowed to 
do it when or where they pleaſed. 


We find in Joſephus, that it was the univerſal cuſtom that 
all the lambs ſhould be killed on the ſame day, between the 
hours of nine and eleven, and only in the couit of the temple, 
See allo Reland's Zew/h Antiquities, p. 269. and in one of che 

| 8 very 
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very paſſages that Dr. Macknight quotes from Philo, he over- 
looks an expreſſion which would have ſatisfied him, that he was 
quite miſtaken in the inference which he drew from it; for in 
the very paſſage in which he ſays the people killed the paſchal 
lambs, without waiting for the Prieſts, De Decalogo, p. 766, 
he likewiſe ſays that he did it in crowds, Juv: Terms: cf eme Jg 
rug tepelg cala 8% ceherfacyoiſeg: and Joſephus, de Bello Fudareo, Lib. vi. 
Cap. 9, ſhows how a computation was made of the number 
of people aſſembled in Jeruſalem at the time of the paſſover, by 
the number of lambs which were killed between the hours of 
nine and eleven; which would have been no datum at all for 
this concluſion, if every perſon had been allowed to kill his lamb 
| Privately, when and where he pleaſed, without any public inſpec- _ 
tion. This would alſo have been contrary to the moſt funda- 
mental principles of the Jewiſh ritual, in which every thing was 
public, in order to guard againſt different cuſtoms, and abuſes. 


I therefore take it for granted, that the account of Matthew, 
Mark, and Luke is ſtrictly juſt, and that we have miſunderſtood 
thoſe expreſſions in the goſpel of John which have led many to 
entertain a different opinion. In numbering the days before 
the paſſover I ſuppoſe him to have reckoned from the 15th day 
of the month, which, indeed, was properly the feaſt day, being 
the feaſt of unleavened bread, and a day of holy convocation ; 
and it muſt have been leſt they ſhould defile themſelves on 
that day, that the Jews refrained from going into the Roman 
Judgment-hall; though I own I ſhould not have expected that 
he would have expreſſed this by laying, ch. xviu. v. 28, _ 
they maght cat the paſſover. | 


It is true that the F riday 18 called the day of ein 
Matt. xxvii. 62, Luke xxm. 5, 6, John xix. 42, but neither 
in the law of Moſes, nor in any other authentic account of the 
paſlover, is there any mention of ſuch a day preceding the 


four- . 
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8 of Niſan; and it appears from Mark xv. 42, that 
the word Tapzrxvy is of the ſame meaning with aer“, and 
now when even was come, becauſe of the preparation, that is the 
day before the ſabbath. When therefore the F riday is called the 
preparation. of the paſſover, John xix. 14, the meaning can 


only be, that it was that preporatign for the ſabbath which fell 
in the paſchal week. 


Mr. Mann accounts for the difference between John and 
the reſt of the evangeliſts, by ſuppoſing, with Scaliger, that it 
was the cuſtom with the Jewiſh prieſts, before the ruin of the 
ſecond temple, to carry over the new moon of Tiſri, or Niſan, 
in certain caſes, to the day following, to- prevent two holidays 
coming together; but that this rule being, in the time of our 
Saviour, of no long ſtanding, was not univerſally obſerved ; ſo 
that he kept the paſſover on the Thurſday, according to the law 
of Moſes, and the Jews, according to their own rule, on the day 
following. See his Diſſertations, p. 191. But I believe no 
inſtance can be produced of any order of the Jewiſh high prieſts, 
reſpecting the regulation of the year and of the feſtivals, not 
being univerſally obſerved, _ or, of any difference of cuſtoms 
among the Jews on ſuch a ground. 


\ 6. o the Tranſaftions of the Wedneſday in the Paſſion- Week, 


There is no particular tranſaQtion of our Lords recorded for 
the Wedneſday of the paſſion week. For Matthew expreſsly 
ſays, that all the diſcourſes in the temple and about it were 

finiſhed two days before the paſſover, which he always places 
on the Thurſday. It ſhould ſeem, however, that the final 
agreement between the high-prieſts and Judas was made on the 
Wedneſday. For this tranſaction is related by Matthew and 
Mark immediately after their account of our Lord's diſcourſes 


above 


{ 
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above mentioned, and before the events of the Thurſday fol- 
lowing, Matt. xxvi. 14, Mark xiv. 10. Tradition alſo favours 
this ſuppoſition. For Wednefday is ſaid to have been an an- 
tient faſt, in commemoration of the treachery. of Judas. See 
Pilkington. Luke relates this tranſaction as immediately pre- 
ceding the events of the Thurſday. Luke xxii. 3-6. 


d 5 Of the Supper at which Jeſus waſhed his Diſciples Feet. 


Pilkington, and many other harmoniſts, contend that the 
ſupper at which our Lord waſhed his diſciples feet was not the 
fame with that on which he eat the paſſover, but one preceding 
it, at Bethany, and probably the ſame with that on which 
Mary anointed him. But it is evident from John, that our 
Lord foretold Peter's denial of him on the ſame night on which 
he waſhed his diſciples feet; ſo that we are obliged to ſuppole 
that our Lord foretold this event twice, and nearly in the ſame 
words; which; accordingly, ſome ſuppoſe. But I think it ex- 
tremely improbable, that, after the very ſolemn manner in 
which our Lord had foretold this event once, Peter ſhould 
deliberately give him a fecond occcaſion of doing it, by re- 
peating the ſame ſolemn aſſurances of his fidelity and attach- 
ment the day following. 


It is evident that there is no place in the goſpel of John, in 
which we can ſuppoſe that any thing intervened between the 
ſupper on which our Lord .waſhed his diſciples feet, and the 
ſcene in the garden, but at the end of the fourteenth chapter, 
where it is ſaid, Ariſe, let us go hence, which is therefore ſup- 
poled by ſome to have been ſpoken at Bethany, and that what 
follows was delivered after the paſſover the next day. But 
theſe words might have been pronounced by our Lord upon 
their riſing from the table only. And this is the more natural 


Q ſuppo- 
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ſuppoſition, as there is no other mark of the time of the enſuing 
diſcourſe, which is introduced exactly as it would have been on 

the ſuppoſition of their riſing from the table, and our Lord's 
continuing the diſcourſe either in the ſame houſe, or in the open 
air, on their way into the garden. The very next words after 
ariſe, let us go hence, are, I am the true vine, and my father is the 
huſbandman, Sc. Whereas John is particularly careful to 
note the time and place of all the events and diſcourſes that he 
relates. 


It is ſaid (Pilkington, p. 50) that the conſtruction which the 
diſciples put upon our Lord's laying to Judas, What thou doeſt, 
do quickly, viz. that he was intimating to him to buy what they 
needed againſt the feaſt, implies, that ſome time muſt have inter- 
vened between that ſupper and the paſſover. But the feaſt: 


continued a whole week. 


li 
| : 
: 
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if 
| 
[ 

'v 
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It is alſo . that it could not 8 * been ſaid 
that from this time Judas ſought an opportunity how he might 
| | conventently betray Jeſus, in the abſence of the mullitude, unleſs 
i e it had been on ſome day before the Thurſday. But this is not 
ſaid by John, but by the other evangeliſts, who date the tre- 
cherous deſign of Judas from the time that our Lord reproved 
{ him for his cenſure of Mary. John only ſays that, after the 
„ | ſop Satan entered into him, and that when he had received it he 
i | went out, it being then night. But it might have been ſaid more 


| 

| emphatically at this time, though, in fact, Satan or his baſe 
| | deſigns, had entered into him before. 
q - Ne j 
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SECTION XVI. 


* 


Obſervations on the Order of Events from the Examina- 
tion of Jeſus before the * to the Concluſion of 


the Hiſtory. 


81. Of the Inſults which Jeſus received at the Houſe of the 
Higl.-Prięſt. 


LI ſpeaks of the denial of Peter, and the inſults which 

Jeſus received at the houſe of the high-prieſt, as preceding 
the aſſembling of the chief prieſts to examine him, and his con- 
feſſion that he was the Chriſt. This aſſembling and examina- 
tion, he ſays, were when it was day, xxii. 66. Matthew ex- 
preſsly ſays, that the inſults were after his examination, xxvi. 67. 
Indeed, both Matthew (xxvn. 1.) and Mark (xv. 1.) ſpeak of 
an aſſembly of the chief prieſts when it was day ; but this was 
after his examination, and was only for the purpoſe of conſult- - 
ing among themſelves in what manner they ſhould get their ſen- 
tence putin execution; and therefore they make no mention of 
Jeſus being brought before them at that time. The reſolution 
which they came to at this ſecond meeting, was to carry Jeſus 
bound to Pilate, which they. did immediately. 


8 2 of the nne attending Peter's Denial of Jeſus. 


There is a pretty conſiderable variation in che accounts 
which the different evangeliſts give of che —— attend- 
Q 2 STO ing 


446 - OBSERVATIONS ON THE 


ing Peter's denial of Jeſus. According to Matthew, our Lord 
told Peter, that before the cock crew, he ſhould deny him thrice, © 
xxvi. 34. And he repreſents him as denying him three times 
diſtinctly, before the cock-crew; the two firſt times at the inter- 
rogation of two different women, and laſtly, of thoſe who were 


A by. xxvi. 69—75.. 


Mark fays, that our Lord told Peter, that before the cock 
crew twice, he ſhould deny him thrice, xiv. 13. And he repre- 
ſents the firſt cock crowing after the firſt denial. The two firſt 
denials, according to this evangeliſt, were occaſioned by the in- 


terrogations of the ſame woman, and the third, by that of the 


ſtanders by. xiv. 66—72. 


Luke, hke Matthew, ſays that Jeſus told Peter, that before 
the cock crew he ſhould deny him thrice ; xxii. 34, but he repre- 
ſents the firſt denial only as occaſioned by the interrogation of a 
woman, and the fecond and third at that of two different men. 
He alſo mentions the circumſtance of our Lord's looking at Peter 
after the crowing of the cock, as if that alone had not been ful | 
ficient to awaken his recollection, xxii. 25—62. 


John ſays, that "EM told Peter, that before the cock. crew le 


Should deny ham thrice, xiii. 38. and he ſays that the firſt denial 


was at the interrogation. of a woman wha kept the door, on his 
entrance (for it is mentioned before the fire is ſpoken of ) 
the ſecond time at that of ſeveral perſons who. were warming 
themſelves, and the third time at that of a relation of the man 
whoſe ear was cut off, and who alledged that he had ſeen Peter 
in the garden. 


It ſeems probable that Matthew and John, who heard Jeſus, 
and who were preſent when Jeſus foretold the denial of Peter, 
have given the true account with reſpect to the number of cock 

crow- 


* 


— 
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crowings, and that the ſecond crowing of the cock was an addi- 
tion, which the oppoſitian of twice and thrice might, perhaps, re- 
commend to thoſe perſons from whom Mark {who was not 
preſent) had his account. Matthew and John, awever, differ 
with reſpett to the perſons wha interrogated Peter. Matthew 
alſo mentions no interrogation till after the inſults which Jeſus 
met with; and yet having probably heard ſomething of his 
being imerrogated at the door, he ſpeaks of his going to the 
door afterwards, and being then inceerogated the ſecond time, 


' The account of John, who was in the houſe at the time, may 
certainly be depended upon as the moſt exact, eſpecially as he 
had ſeen. thoſe of the other evangeliſts. John LG no men- 
tion of Jeſus's looking on Peter. 


. 3 o the Circumſtances which attended the Rahim 
J., 


Much has been written by 8 Wt wines, on the 


| harmony of the different accounts which are given by the four 


evangeliſts, of the circumſtances attending the reſurrection of 
Jeſus; and I believe it may be poſſible to draw up a narrative, 
which ſhall comprize all the different accounts, and be con- 
liſtent with itſelf; but to me it ĩs evident, that if the different 
writers had had exactly the ſame ideas of the circumſtances 
attending that event, they would not rn e as they have 
cond rue it. 


8 ſays Gvüt 1, Ge) That Mary Fog vr gh and i 
the other Mary went, at the break of day, to ſee the ſepul· 


chre, but an angel had rolled away the ſtone, and ſat upon it. 


The angel bade them: tell the ee that me was riſen muß 


* 
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the dead; and as they were making haſte to deliver that meſſage, 
Telus himſelf appeared to them, and they fell down and held him 
by the feet, but he bade them 8⁰ and tell his e to meet 
him in Galilee, = he 


Mark ſays (i. * 800 That, at ſun riſe, Mac Magdalene, 
Mary the mother of James, and Salome, going to anoint the 
body of Jeſus, found the ſepulchre open; and going in, ſaw a 
young man fitting on the right hand, who told them that Jeſus 
was riſen, and bade them tell his diſciples to meet him in 
Galilee. Afterwards this ; evangeliſt informs us that Jeſus, having 
riſen early in the morning, appeared firſt to Mary Magdalene, 
who went and informed the diſciples, but was not believed by 
them. 


Luke ſays (xxiv. 1, Sc) That many women who had fol- 
lowed Jeſus from Galilee, and others with them, going with 
ſpices, found the ſtone rolled away ; and going into the ſepulchre 
found not the body of Jeſus; and that while they were in 
doubt, two men ſtood by them, who ſaid that he was riſen; and 
that they went and told the diſciples, who did not believe them; ; 
but that Peter ran to the ſepulchre, and ſeeing the Brave cloaths, 2 
wondered very much. | 


- Fob, who is the mo ee in his ien ſays, 
(xx. 1. Sc). That while it was yet dark, Mary Magdalene went 
to the ſepulchre; and upon ſeeing the ſtone taken away, ran 
to inform Peter and John. Upon this, theſe two diſciples ran 
to the place, and finding the cloaths only, returned ; but that 

Mary, who ſtood without, and wept, on looking into the ſepul- 
chre, ſaw two angels, fitting one at'the head, and the other at 
the feet, Where the body had lain; and while ſhe was aſking 
them concerning the body, Jeſus himſelf appeared to her, and 
'bade her go and tell his — that he was riſen. 


To 
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To me it appears not very eaſy, to ſuppoſe that theſe diffe- | 
rent accounts were written by perſons who had preciſely the ſame 
ideas of the events, and ol. the order of them; but the variations 
are ſuch, that it is not worth the while of any friend of chriſti- 
anity to take pains to reconcile them. After eonſidering and 
comparing all theſe accounts, n ideas of che affair are as 
follow. f | 


The ſtone was rolled away from the "WF ol Jeſus roſe, 
and the guard were diſperſed, ſome time before day-break. 
Preſently after, the women came with their ſpices, intending 
to embalm the body; but recolletting that the ſtone was too 
large for them to remove, they were at a.lols what to 
do; when they were ſurprized to find it already rolled away, 
and the body gone, Being exceedingly aſtoniſhed at this, 
they diſperſed themſelves to different places, to inform the diſ- 

. ciples of what they had ſeen ; for it is not at all probable, that, 
in their preſent ſtate of fear ang conſternation, they were all 
together. Mary Magdalene went to Peter and John, who 
immediately ran to the ſepulchre, followed by Mary herſelf; 

but ſtaying longer than they did, and looking into the ſepul- 

chre, after they were gan ſhe ſaw firſt the two angels, and 
then Jeſus himſelf. 4179808 


Suppoſing the ache women not to have quitted the garden, 
but to have waited for the return of Mary Magdalene, we may 
allow that they alſo were favoured, with an appearance of Jeſys 
to them, preſently after the appearance to Mary, and before 
they had quitted the garden, when they were all men. to 
2 his feet, according to Matthew. 

By this time, it is probable, that moſt of "TH diſciples were 
got together, in conſequence of the news they had heard, when 
Mary * them, and informed them that ſhe had ſeen Jeſus 
himſelf, 
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himſelf, but they gave no credit to her. Some time the ſame 


day, when the diſciples were ſeparated, Jeſus appeared to Peter 


alone, Luke xxiv. 34. who upon chis, probably aſſembled as 
many of the diſciples as he could, to inform them of it. 
Aſter the appearance of Peter, our Lord joined the two 
diſciples who were going to Emmaus, and diſcovered 
himſelf to them ; upon which they immediately returned to 


Jeruſalem, and going to the place where the diſciples 
were aſſembled, were informed by them that Jeſus' had 


appeared to Peter; and while they were giving an account of 


the manner in which he had made himfelf known to them alfa, 


Jeſus himſelf appeared to them, and eat with them. Thomas, 
being informed of this, -would not believe; but that day ſeven- 


night, Jeſus appeared to them when Thomas was preſent, and 
was fully ſatisfied. After this, all the diſciples went to Galilee, 
where Jeſus was ſeen by them, and the other diſciples, many of 
whom reſided in Galilee; and: returning to Jeruſalem, he 


aſcended to heaven in the * of many of them, from che 
Mount of Olives. 


I take it for ed, that John would not have given ſo cir- 
cumſtantial an account, as he has done of the manner in which 
the reſurrection was firſt notified, if it had not been for the ſake 
of being more exact than the other evangeliſts had been. I 
have, therefore, followed his account, and think that the vart- 
ations in the other evangeliſts, which cannot be eaſily reconciled 


with it, muſt be aſcribed to their being miſinformed, and miſ- 


taken concerning them. But they are things of no moment, 


ſo that the variations with reſpect to them, ſerve to make the 


general account of the reſurrection the more, and not the leſs 
credible. 


All the evangeliſts, except John, repreſent the women as 
having ſeen the viſion of angels before "ny of them had been 


with 


Ch 
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with the Apoſtles, but the account which John gives, makes | 


the diſcovery of the reſurrettion more gradual and pleaſing. 
It is alſo to be obſerved, that the manner in een n deſcribe 
this viſion 1 is temathably en A 4s BURG DQOULY 


The reader :will find ing links thrown upon * hiſtory of 
the reſurrection in a quarto pamphlet of Dr. Lardner's, intitled, 
Obſervations on Dri: Macknaght's Harmony of the four Goſpels, 


ſo Far as relates to the Hiſtory of our Saviour's Ręfurrection. 


Dri Macknight has made ſuch a number of arbitrary and im- 
probable ſuppoſitions relating to this part of the goſpel hiſtory, 
that, inſtead of ſucceeding in his attempts to reconcile the dif- 
ferent accounts of it, the unwarrantable liberties he has taken 
with it do, as Dr. Lardner obſerves, exceedingly perplex and 
pervert the hiſtory, which muſt be of bad conſequence. No hiſtory, 
he obſerves, p. 16, can ſtand fuch treatment. My account of 


the order of the events agrees very nearly with that of Dr, 


Lardner, though it was written without conſulting his. We 
differ in this, that he thinks all the writers had preciſely the 
ſame ideas of the order of the events, which to me does not ap- 


| pear PO 


ADDITIONAL ArTICLEs. (a) 


& 1. Whether rl Heart partook of the Lord's Supper, con- 
5 | * Ae ed. n | 
at appears Kant John (xii 30) that Jocks left the company 

of the reſt of the diſciples immediately after receiving the 

ſop which Jeſus gave him. So that if (as ſeems to be the opi- 
nion of moſt critics) the eating of the ſop, which was dipped | 
in the diſh, belonged to the paſchal ſupper, Judas did not par- 
tan of the Lord's ſupper which followed it. But it ſhould ſeem 


TL DEED 1 


'@ The two Chewing — * 1 to have been introduced . ta were! neck; 
dearally 5 


— 


Eo | from 
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from Luke (xxii. 2 1) that Judas was with them both at, and after 
the inſtitution; for immediately after the account of this ordi- 


naance, and of Chrilts ſaying, ( This cup is the New Teſtament 


in my blood, which is ſhed for you; he adds, but behold the 
< hand of him that betrays me is with me on the table,” &c. So 
| that if we had no other account of this tranſaction but that of 
Lyke, we could not have entertained the leaſt doubt, but. that 
received the Lone W along with the other apoſtles. - 


In Mark xiv. 18, wank Smilar to theſe Taft in Loks 
10 Verily ] lay unto you, one of you which eateth with me ſhall} 
© betray me” are interpoſed between the account of eating the 
paſſover, and that of the inſtitution, of the Lord's ſupper; fo 

that, according to this writer, Juday might, or might not have 
been preſent at it; but it rather cajncides with the account of 
Jobn, for it cannot be ſuppoſed, that Judas would Ray , in the 
Company after being ſo particularly pointed at. 510 tf 


The order of narration is the ſame in titel = 21) as 
it is in Mark, and as this writer repreſents Judas himſelf as 
aſking, + among the reſt, whether he himſelf was the perſon that 
was hinted at, and ſays that our Lord expreſsly told him that 
he was the perſon; it is ſtill more difficult to conceive that, ac- - 


cording de this account, Judas ſhould dax til after the wit 
tion of the Lord's upper. 


1s it not -wcheble, upon the * © Luke, who was not 
ꝓreſent at this ſcene, but had his relation from other perſons, 
Was miſtaken in his conception of this tranſaction, and that he 
vote With the idea, which the peruſal of his hiſtory neceffarily - 
conveya ta his readers, v2z.that Judas was preſent at the eelebra- 
tion of the Lord's ſupper, and pariook of it along with the other 
diſciples 5 Do not Matthew and John clearly ſuppoſe the con- 
wary, and as they were ihemſelves preſent at the tranſaction, is. 
it not more probable that their account is moſt o be 9 


on? 
Some 


* 
* 
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| Some may think it more probable that Lake, notwitfiſtanding 
what lia beec-obſtrved, might have Had s juſt idea of the order 
df theſe trahſactins, hut might purpoſely trarifpoſe them, with 


a view to brig together his aceoums of the two queſtions that 


dne of which 


les at that meeting 


were: agitated among the apoft 


ras; prior to the celebration af the Lord's ſupper, viz. which 


of them ſhould betray kim} nd the other poſterior to the infti- 
tution, via. which. of nem fond be ine greateſt ; for after 
having related the former; he introduces the latter as in con- 
nection with it, and there was alſo. a firife among them, &c: 

But it may be replied, that theſe two debates had tio fort of 
connection (if indeed the former can be called a ſtrife, or de- 

bate) and therefore did not require to be brought together, 
eſpecially at the expence of hiſtoricat truth. 


Grotrus bee that the ſop which Jeſus gave to Judas, did 


not belong to the, paſchab, ſupper, but that it was the bread 


which he brake, and diſtributed to them in the inſtitution of his 
own ſupper, dipping, or putting his hand into a difſs that con- 
tained it, every time that he gave any of them a piece. 80 
that this great man would, in a manner, reconcile the account 
of the evangeliſts upon the fuppoſitiom that Judas did receive 
the bread:in the Lord's ſupper, but not the wine. f 


Dr. Mecknints: fappales- that. 11 partock ofthe Lord's 
ſupper, which, he ſays, might take up a quarter of an hour, 


though he is ſaid to have gone out immediately (g) after he 


received. the ſop belonging to the paſchal-ſupper, and though 
he had been ſo particularly pointed out as the betrayer of his 


maſter. Bui it ſits eafier upon my mind to ſappoſe one of the 
evangeliſts to have been miſtaken, in a ching of ſo little ne : 
quence,” than to reconcile We ar: wa ee 


2 7 Fete - 5 - * - * 
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Mr, Wait thinks that the Lord's ſupper was introduced in 


the middle of a common ſupper, Which be ſuppoſes followed 
the celebration of the paſchal ſupper, and that Judas partook 
of them all, along with the reſt of the diſciples. But what rea- 
ſon is there to ſuppoſe that the Jews had any other ſupper be- 
fides the paſchal lamb itſelf, no part of-which was to be left till 
the morning? Beſides, is not the ſuppoſition of an interrup- 
tion in this ſuppoſed common meal, for the ſake of inſtituting 
the Lord's ſupper, very unnatural? And what is gained by 


reconciling the hiſtories of the evangeliſts at fuch an expence 
* en ? 


x ; * 
— 


ha. Of the Time when Fefus foretd Peter's Denial of him. 


ft is not eaſy to fix the time when Jeſus foretold Peter's denial 
of him, Matthew fays (xxvi. 31 ) that it vas after they had 
ſet out to go to the mount of Olives; and Mark (xiv. 26) re- 
hates the facts exactly in the ſame order. But according ta 
Luke; xxii. Z1—39, the diſcourſe concerning Peter's denial of 
him was previous to their going to the mount of Olives; and 
John relates the diſcourſe concerning Peter and ſeveral others, 
before he ſays, xiv. 31. Ariſe, let us go hence. John is fo very” 
_ circumſtantial in relating all the tranſactions towards the cloſe 


of our Lord's hiſtory, that I prefer his account, 3 it is not 
favoured 12 nn. 5 


{ * 


dee ſuppoſe 5 RS FR che te of ”_ laſt 
quoted; our Lord did not leave the place where he ſpake 
them; becauſe in xviii. 1. it is ſaid, that when he had fooken 
theſe words, 212. the prayer for his diſciples, Sc. he went with 
has diſciples over the brook Cedron. But I do not ſee for what 
purpoſe the evangeliſt would have mentioned our Lord's ſaying, 
 Arile, let us go hence, if OY had not actually gone; and I ſee 


no 
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no difficulty in ſuppoſing, that, as it was night, probably very 
ſill, and certainly moon: light, Jeſus might "diſcourſe as he 


went along, at leaſt that he might ſtop at ſome-place without 
the town, and before he went over * We | 


SECTION XVII. 


A ene of the Time that was neceſſary for the 
rogue: Purpoſe of Chriſt Miniſtry. a 


T* greateſt objeQion that can be made to the: bypothe<ia 
of our Lord's miniſtry having continued no longer than 
a year, or a year and a few months, ariſes from the ſuppoſed 
impoſſibility of crouding the buſineſs of the evangelical hiſtory 
into ſo ſmall a compaſs. The more effeQually to anſwer this 
objection, I ſhall briefly go over the whole hiſtory of Chriſt, 
and collect all the notes of time that I can find in it. This I; 
did at firſt, in order to judge of the poffbility of the ſcheme ; 
hut the. reſult of my. obſervations convinced me of the great 
probability of it, independent of all other arguments. For 
when I found that every thing related of the public miniſtry of 
Chriſt fell with eaſe within theſe limits, I was ſenfible that more 
time would have been both unneceſſary, and an incumbrance: 
to the ſcheme. , Whether this kind of evidence will have the 
ſame weight with my reader, I cannot tell. I ſhall lay before 
him the reſult of my obſervations, that. he may judge for: 


himſelf. 
We 
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We have nq date from the hiſlory of the goſpel to deter. 
mine the time of the year: when John began to 1 
when Jeſus was baptized. Jerom, Euſebius, and , 
fix the time of Chriſt's baptiſm to the ſeventh of Janiiaty, 
which ſeems to have been an old tradition. See Pilting- 
tons Chronological Diſſertations, NY. 55, Notes, p. 9. This 
writer ſuppoſes that John began his miniſtry in September, 
when the wilderneſs could furniſh neither locuſts, nor wild | 
_ 2 

It can . 3 for the reaſons given in a pre- 
ceding ſection, that after the firſt paſſover (which, I ſuppoſe, to 
have fallen on Tueſday the goth of March, that year) Jeſus ſpent 
more than one ſabbath in Judea, before his arrival in Galilee. 
Where he ſpent that ſabbath (the gd of April) is not ſaid ; 
but as all the known events that intervened between this ſabbath 
and chat which he fem m Capertrun, are his journey throu 
Saria, o days ſtay at Sychar (winch, agreeubly to a in 

of ſpeaking uſual in the ſeriprares, may, perhaps, only 1 
part of tiwo days, or latle more cha a night) and his interview 
with the noblemau at Cana, we tay well ſuppoſe that this laſt 
mentioned was the 10th, and that he arrived at that place on 
the day before, wen he called Peter and John, Sc. 


This was the ſabbath on which Jeſus healed the demoniac i in 
the ſynagogue, and Peter's wife's mother at Peter's own houfe, 
with many other fick perſons; which gave riſe to his very 
great fame in that place, Mark i. 28; ſo that, in order to avoid 
the prodigious: concourſe. of people that erouded to him upon 
the occalion, he retired: early the next morning (Sunday the 
rith) into the neighbouring deſert, whither his diſciples reſorted 
to him, and from whenee he viſited the places in that diſtri. 
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On this excurſion from Capernaum, it appears from Mark 
1. ii. that he was abſent only a few days. Now if ve admit 
theſe fei days to be a week; which is more than fufficient, con- 
fidering that we have no account of any interggning events, 
except the ſermon on the mount, and the cure he leper, we 
may fix his return for the Sunday following, or April the -ageny 
Avery one by owe; n will be Monday, nn _ 


The * on which the diſciples plucked the ears of corn, I | 
ſuppoſe to have been the next ſabbath, as the tranſactions will 
eaſily admit of it; for, excepting the time that was taken up 
in eroſſing the ſea of Tiberias, and returning to Capernaum, 
we have no events, but what are 'exprelsly ee to two or 
three days. | 10 x 


Immediately on his entering Capernaum, he healed the Cen- 
turion's ſervant, and the very next day, Luke vn. 11, (Tu. 
the 20th) he was at Naim, Where he raifed-the widow's fon. 
I can hardly help thinking, but that Jeſus did not .perform this 
Journey on foot; for it ſeems to have been about twenty miles, 
Which is rather too far for him to have walked canveſnently, 
It is an objection, however, to this ſuppoſition, that many of 
Fefus's diſciples and much people are (aid to have gone with him, 
Luke vii. 11. There is a grear difference, indeed, in the maps 
of the Holy Land, with reſpeci io the fituation of Nain. In 
ſome of them it is placed to the Eaft, and in {ome to the Weſt 
of Nazareth; thongh moſt of them place it to the Eaſt. Ac- 
rording to both u was about the ſame diftance from Caper- 
naum; but according to the latter it was more conveniently 
piuated for eroſſing the ſea io Gadara; being about half way 
between Nazareth and. the nen park of the ſea of Galilee. 


I conchade, mat very lade time elapled e Jofus's 
return to/Capernaum,, Nas his eroſſing the ſea to Cadara, becauſe 
Matthew connects theſe two events together, ſaying, vii. 18. 


by 
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: war when he ſaw great multitudes he went to the other fide of the 
- Admitting that he ſet out from Nain early the next morn- 
— (Wedneſday the 2 iſt) in the ſaine mode of travelling in 
which he roms to Nain, he might eaſily have got to the 
other fide of the ſea before night. The ſtorm they met with 
may as well be ſuppoled to have quickened, as to have retarded 
their paſſage ; and probably it was not of long continuance, as 
they would naturally awake Jeſus on the firſt apprehenſion of 
danger. 'That fea is but about five or {ix miles over in that 
place, fo that the ad. ann of it 100018 _ in Ann; ex- 
oed an hour. «i I 


Gabe . FER why Jeſus had uf left Capernaum, 
vz. the croud, it is not probable that he would ſlay long in 
Nain, after ſo illuſtrious a miracle as he had performed in 
that place. It is expreſsly ſaid, that much people of the city 
attended the funeral, that this miracle occaſioned a rumour of | 
him to go throughout all Fudea, and eee all 1 1 | 
en about. ** 1 | 


Aches alk fide of the . it is wither that our Lord 
made but little ſtay. The demoniac met him immediately on 
his landing, Mark v. 2, and as ſoon as ever the cure was per- 
formed, and the ſwine drowned, in conſequence. of it (which 
events followed cloſe upop one another, Mark v. 009 the peo- 
ro of the country urged him to . | 


Upon the ſuppoſition that he landed in FRI evening, by might 
ſet ſail again about ſun-ſet; and as the moon was about the laſt 
quarter, there would be no difficulty in reaching Capernaum 
before morning (Thurſday the 22d) the diſtance being only 
twelve or fifteen miles. So that the events of the buſy day on 
which he called Matthew, might happen on that very day; 
| and then we ſhall be at a Joſs _ to — of Jeſus till the 
; ſabbath 
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ſabbath following, on which the diſeiples plucked the ears of 
corn... If, therefore, any: of the preceding events ſeem lio be 
too grouded, we "may ſuppoſe that. he W e 
on! the d. lin . 2 l Enn as Tg 3s b. Dee. 
Ahe 406446 
I ſee no reaſon to 1 with ſome, ha the entertain- 
ment which Matthew made for. Jeſus, mentigned Matt, ix. 10. 
and Luke v. 29, Vas on a different day from that on which 
| that apoſtle, was called. The, very next words that, follow the 
account of Matthew's riſing and following Jeſus are, And as he 
was at meat in the houſe, ,, Luke, indeed, ſuppoſes, that Mat- 
thew wade. great feaſt on purpoſe for him,; but it might be a 
day on which Me expected ſomę of his friends, and was already 
prepared: 8 ura 5 a hs feaſt, was made on purpoſe 
to entertain cer we have room enough for it. Our Lord 
4 might land at Capernaum early in the morning. and, after 
healing the. ſick of the pally, be walking by che ſeg. ſide nd 
call Matthew long before noon; ſo that heſore evening there 
was fime enough to make any entertainment, and invite his 
friends. During that entertainment was the diſcourſe with the 
diſciples of John, and during that diſcourſe Jairus waited upon 
Jeſus; and the raiſing of his daughter, healing the woman Who 
had the bloody iſſue by lthe way, giving ſiglit to2twe blind men, 
and! curing wdewoniac, . compriſe ull the remiting events If 
the day; and they are no more than might eafily/Fall withiti © | 
the compaſs of a day. Admiiting, however, that theſe events 
took up two days, it appears * we have even three 100 for | 
them. 
2 zn 24; lo et be of banani got ubd 
006 lon Manthe\y S Annen have bien wg b by ſome; 
they might for any thing that we know, have been ſetiled in an 
bour. . Perhaps, (having juſt: made his pay ments, they requitec 
no ſettling at all; or that buſineſs might Rtve been done by 
means x a friend. The ſtory is ſo told, that we cannot but 


on 8 | ſuppole, 
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Fe that Matthew became a follower of Jets from the 


very day on Which he was called. |The:ns of Zebedee imme- 
diately left their ſather, their nets, and every ow Ma and fol- 


lowed Jeſus forthwith ; and why ſhould we allow. — any 
| *. PRE. | h 
If, with Luke," we pp th the fabbath on 6 bach Jeſus healed 
the man who had the withered hand, not to have been the ſame 
with that on which the ' diſciples plucked the ears of corn 
(though I think it moſt probable that they were the fame, fee 
p. 119) we fhall not be in the leaſt embarraſſed with reſpett to 
this: Harmony; ; for as this Evangeliſt r mentions no events as hap- 
pening between theſe fabbaths, arid gives no note whereby we | 
can fix the time of them, we may ſuppoſe that they were men- 
tioned in the ſame place, becauſe the rranſactions in them were 
fimilar, and not becauſe they were contiguous. We may, 
therefore; ſuppoſe that one ofthe ſabbaths was'the 17th of April, 
the de er 15th- off May, or; indeed, any fabbath _ Bur 
Bun ſtay i in Galilee. | (EPS 
Dt” 1 
If we. conſider the events thad paſſed b. ak this fabbath 
en Which, the diſciples plucked the ears of corn, and on which 
Jeſus healad the man with the withered-hand; and the ſabbath | 
on which be was rejected at Nazareth, we ſhall nat ſee the leaſt 
reaſon to ſuppoſe that, any. other intervened: betweer: them, for 
we have no more tramſastions thanare ex preſsly * to:one 
day, and hints of what might require tao; or three. 
„I 8 
Haves e. violet reſentment of the Phariſees, by 
the tranſaRQzons of the laſt mentioned-ſabbath; Jefus:retired: into 
a. deſert; place, whither, the multitudes followed him, and he 
healed them, Matt. x. 15. At this _ allo, he gi. WE the 
twelve. ROTOR i Ws 80 ; 0 


AT / [ 5 


Admitting 
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Admitting that theſe things took 


up Sunday and Monday, 


Tueſday the 27th of May, will be the day oh which he eured 


the blind and dumb demoniac, and held or diſrourſe by the 
ſea ſide, as recited in the preceding view of the Harmony. On 


Thurſday, therefore, the 29th, he might ſet out for Nazareth, op 


and reach 1 i che next day. 


Fiber the ſabbach on Which ** was rej eded at A ite" | 


May 1, to the feaſt of Pentecoſt, which was * Thurfday, May 
the 20th; we have two weeks and five days, and no account of 


any tranſactions that took up more than three or four days, 


except the miffion of the Twelve, which, as I have ſhown, | p. 55, 
could not well take up much! more chan a week. 


"Bolin hs WN to have been on Ss) ü che 2d 1 of 


May, the return may be fixed for Sunday the gth; and on the 
day following, Monday the 10th, Jeſus might, feed the fue 
thoufand, be ſeen walking on the lea that night, and hold the 
diſcourſe concerning bread the day following, Tuclday the 


lith. 


As the moon changed on the 13th of this month, ſhe would 
be then in her laſt quarter, and conſequently | give e light i in 
7 


ce from 
the ſhip.” But I do not fee that the hiſtory neceffarily requires 
the light of the moon: It is not ſaid at what diſtance Jeſus was 


the morning, by which eſus might be ſeen at a di 


ſeen from the ſhip, and it heing then the fourth, or laſt watch of 
che night (Mart. Ig 2 J it mut have been near break of day. 


Beides, the ffars f ve more li ght in the clear atmoſphere of | 


Judea, chan they gen erally do wth us; and except in the rainy 
i ſeafon, the tights are ſeldom cloudy, and i it was haryeſt | time. 


Upon this enen we ſhall be at liberty to defer the return 


of the Twelve till Thurſday the 13th, and this will be the more 
2 conveni- 


- _— * 5 1 
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| ſuppoſed. to have taken up one half of them, „ e gt. 
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convenient, as it will allow juſt ſufficient time for feeding the ſive 
thouſand, and the diſcourſe about bread, which, being deli- 


vered in the ſynagogue 1 tag was n — ws 
{abbath following. e 


1 I have acquitted mylelf to * fatiafaion of my 5 in 
the computation ol time for the preceding part of the hiſtory, 


it muſt, I imagine, be allowed, that every difficulty attending 


the hypotheſis I am endeavouring to ſupport, is ſurmounted, 
as far as it depends upon this computation; fince, in the 


remainder of the hiſtory, we have fewer facts, and much more 


time for them. Indeed, it might be expected, that the ſacred 
hiſtorians would be more circumſtantial in their account of the 
firſt part of our Lord's miniſtry. The events of it, being all new 
and. extraordinary, would make a deep impreſſion. on their 
minds; and each of them, having related an event or diſcourle 
of any kind, would have little inducement to relate another 
that was fimilar to it, and that occurred later-in the. hiſtory. 
But the laſt events in the hiſtory, being much more ſtriking and, 
important than the reſt, are related with great particularity 
by them all. 

From the thi of Pentecoſt to the fea of 8 which 
was on Friday the 24th of September that year, vas eighteen, 
weeks; whereas the events belonging to this interval cannot be, 


1. 


1. doth not appear that Jeſu made any logg ſta at 1 282 
lem at this feaſt. The realpn that is given why did not 
chuſe t to. walk 4 an Tudea at 1 time was, that the Jews ſought 
to kill Aim, and that reſolution was formed on the firſt fab- 


bath after the feaſt, when he cured the . e man at the 


ad of Bethelda. „ I ar nogt) 
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The: firſt event upon record after qeſus s return to Galilee 


is his diſcourſe concerniag| traditions. Suppoſing this to have 
been in the neighbourhood of Capernaum, his jaurney from 
thence to the coaſts of Tyre and Sy don, being about 60 miles, 


might take a fortnight or three wecks. As he made this jour- 
ney in a private manner, which we: may infer, from his hope of 
not being known when he entered into a houle, at the end of 
his journey, Mark vii. 24, (an expectation which he could 
not have formed, if he had travelled by flow ſtages, preaching 
and working miracles all the way) and asihe is not ſaid to have; 
done any thing in that country, beſides curing; the daughter of 


the Syrophenician woman, we may conclude that, the, whole 


excurſion: could not Rong ee: Mey Jrorathan. the tüm above; 


mentioned. b W r ue 0 


Aſier his Ik we find him travelling through bs coaſts of 
Decapolis, on the eaſtern ſhore of the ſea, of Tiberias, where he 


cured one man who had an, impediment in his ſpeech, and 
| another who was blind. As this whole territory did not exceed 
twenty miles in length, we may allow a week or a fortnight 


for this progreſs, at the end of which, being in a deſert place, 
where the multitude had been with him three days, Mark viii. 


. (6. probably two nights and ban ol three days) he Sth 


fed them by a miracle, aliens) Tr ed. 1 nid! | 
| I; nc, i het 
e aber hes event Jeſus went by, ſhip. w the parts 


of Dalmanutha, Mark viii, 10, Of Magdala, Matt! xv, 39,1 on 


the ſame ſide of ch ſea, where he diſgoutſed Vith the Phariſees 
concerning the; ſign from heaven. After,thas he ,crofled the 
ſea, and at Bethſaida cured a blind man. orf theſe events a 
week may certainly bg deemed. mern than) ſufßeient. 1 ugs 


A uιũu m MIt „ igt 11090 f. b bo. | 199 f 2 


The. next journey ; we, have an accguat! of is x6, Czſarra 


| Philipp, about forty miles; When, on dhe. way, he began to 


foretell 


* 
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foretell his Yallerings, - which is expreſcly faid to have been fix 
days before'the transfiguration, Matt. xvii. 1, on a mountain 


near Capernaum. If we allow a fortnight for this excurſion, 


we ſhall have found events for no more than ſix or eight of the 
ſeventeen weeks that he was in Galilee at this time, allowing 
one week for his journey to and from Jeruſalem. For from the 
transfiguration 10 our Lord's taking his final leave of Galilee, 
nothing is ſaid to have happened but the cure of the demoni- 
ical child at the foot of the mount, and ſome diſcourſes at Ca- 
rnaum in that neighbourhood. However, as Jeſus did not 
et out for this feaſt till after his brethren were gone up, John 
vii. g. and did not arrive at Jerufalem till about the middle of 
it, v. 14. (going, perhaps for the greater privacy, by the 
country beyond Jordan, Matt. xix. 1.) we may allow. a few 
days more for his ſtay in Galilee at this time. 


A very Few days might ſuffice for all that paſſed at Jeruſatem 


at the feaſt of Tabernacles, as it conſiſted chiefly of diſcourſes 


with the Jevs, related in the eighth and ninth chapters of 
John. 


What paſſed between this feaſt 4 the feaſt of Dedication; 


nine weeks afterwards; we are no where informed; ſo that to 


fill up this chaſm, I have been obliged to infert in this plate all 


thoſe diſcourſes and incidents mentioned by Luke, which Idid 
not know-how to diſpoſe of better. It is probable, that the 
manner inwhichour Lord paſſe his time in Judea was ſo ſimilar 
to the preceding part of his miniſtry in Galllee, that the evan- 
geliſts, who all appear to have ſtudied conciſe nes, thought ie 
fuperfluous to relate the particulars. There is, however, an 
abſolute filence in all of them from this time; till within al few 
weeks before our Lord's death; except that John only mentions 
a few: partieulars of what paſſed wunde aſt ve Ration ch. 

10. and the reſurrection * Lazarus. in ed IQ"! 3 a 
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All l chat isfaid to have paſfed between the feaſt of Dedicatiori 
and the laſt paſſover, an interval of mere tham fixteent; weeks, 
are the diſcourſes beyond Jordan, the journey from thence to : 
raife' Lazarus, the retreat to Ephraim, "and the faſt jourhey = 
throngh Jerieho to Jertfalem ; all which can Fardly be fappoſed | 


to have taken up four weeks.” 


I!᷑ is by no means neceſſaty for me to go over the remaindet 
of the hiſtory, as all Harntonifts Are agreed with reſpe& to 
the time in which it was compriſed, though they differ in their 
arrangement of particular facts. Not but that 4 review of the 
kiſtory' of the laſt week before our Lord's death, would be 
favourable to the hypotheſis I am endeavouring ts ſupport, as 
it would exhibit a ſcene of much more bufiriefs thin I Have had 


Ld 


occaſion to bring into atty'two weeks before. | | 
(54.41 F EPO DONT CHONG a7 3 


It certainly appears, upon the whole, that one year was 
abundantly ſuficietit for all the events recorded in the eyan- 
pelicaFliſtory. ' No perſon, reading Matthew, Mark, or Luke, 
could poffibly Have ima gited that they took up more; aid 

every thing is perfectly ealy in John, admitting the tranſps- 
ſition of one chapter, the preſent connection of which! evidently 
ſhows it to be 9 it of its proper, ace; and the interpolation 
of the word 5% ver before feaſt of the\ Jews; a miltake 3 


* 


over 
. + o wk 20 2 1 e 
eaſy, in ſome early tranſcriber (by taking into tlie text a mar- 


ſouer was the fe 
that are genera d to Have ac the 
books came' from the hands of the original writers, that a 
7 TT YAntage Oid LOCI eee $2 33 oqpj ot 
juſtify us in admitting it. In fact, other critics have admitted 
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lic miniiry of Chriſt. laſted forty years e of Ae which i is 


| 41 
ne 


1 ſhall conclude this Cine: with N 45 baten 
to the preceding dilpoſition of. our Lord's hiſtory, we have an 
eaſy plan of his public miniſtry, and obſerve a pretty equal diſ- 
tribution of his labours, to inſtruct and convert the people of 
the Jews.. For almoſt all the former half of the yeur' Was ſpent 
in Galilee, and Pe latter i in Judea- WES Ys 0 o 


TY + Ex & 2 . INT 


* 


een Ait! 7 


Galilee isa ae of about forty miles i in length, 434 Eaſt 
and Weſt, and about fifteen, or in ſome places-twenty miles in 


* breadth. Cana is ſituated in the Weſtern, part of i it. Nazareth 


about the center, and Capernaum in the Eaſt, . This part of the 


country was, probably, the moſt populous, being ſituated upon 
the ſea of Galilee, which employed a great number of ſhips. 


Our Lord ſpent all the early parte ofhis life at Nazareth: TY bur | 
probably was not conſpicuous. He began to work miracles at 
Cana in the Weſt, but preſently, leaving that Place; he ſpent the 
firſt part of his public preaching in the more populous country, 
about Capernaum, in the Eaſt ; after he had opened his com- 
million, as we may ſay, in judea, and eſpecially in the parts 


near Jordan, where John had Lag W of him, and 15770 
him out to the people. * 


diaet! 11 zitat „in 
During the firſt weeks of his rc in Capernaum and 
the neighbourhood, he was, Cloſely a attended by! his diſciples, 
who may be ſuppoſed not to be yet ualfied to preach them- 
ſelves.” But before he left Galilee for that time, he removed 
to Nazareth, and its neighboarfoba,” where the people muſt 


have been in ſome meaſure prepared to receive him; and. not 


having much time to ſpend there, he ſent « out th the twelve : apoſtles, 
1 


_ . 88 > 7 
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two and two, to aſſiſt him in going over that part of the 
country, which ſeems to have been but thinly inhabited. 


After Pentecoſt our Lord made a progreſs through Tracho- 
nitts, and to the utmoſt northern boundary of the land of 
Canaan, towards Tyre and Sydon. During this part of his 
ſtay in Galilee, it is not improbable but that his diſciples might 
aſſiſt him in preaching the * though 1 it be not particularly 
mentioned, 


Taking his final leave of Calles, Jeſus ſent out ſeventy diſ- 
ciples, to preach in the larger country of Judea. He alſo ſe- 
veral times viſited the country beyond Jordan; nor was Samaria 
by any means neglected by him. 


Upon the whole, all the country that was forinedy poſſeſſed 

by the twelve tribes, may be ſuppoſed to have been pretty 

equally enlightened by the preaching of the goſpel, and to 

have enjoyed nearly equal advantages, "wy the courle of 
our _ s public preaching. 
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20 * B and had preached i in Judea, probably both before and after his. 
21 : return to Cana in Galilee, where he turned the water into wine; buy 
22 6 we have no particular account of any of his diſcourſes, 
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30 1 4+ Tax PassovER. Jeſus at ſeruſalem performs many miracles not ot ſpecified, 
31 15 and diſcourſes with Nicodemus ;. after which he Ps and makes 
April 6 diſciples in the nefghbourhood. 

1 4 
217 About this time John is caſt into priſon. 
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3 18 . 

4 19 Jeſus having given umbrage to the Jews by the diſciples he made before” 

and after the paſſover, leaves that country to go into Galilee, 

5 20- He diſcourſes with the woman of Samariay and arrives at Sychar, 

6 21 

7 22 Leaving Sychar he arrives at Cana, where he cures the ſon of a noblemau 

das of Capernaum. | 

9 a — Jeſus calls Peter, James, and Andrew, to attend bim and enter Capernaum. 
40 2 5 Me cures a dem6pjgc ip.the tpndgagiuey da Peters wife's mother at Peter's- 

houſe. | 
11 26, Early in the morning-he leayes D 
12 27 towns; and during this excurſion he delivers the ſermon 
13 28 on hisdeſcent from which he cures a leper. 
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2 Vihar 29 days. 


Jefus returns to Capernaum, and heals the Centurio's a1. . 
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At Nain he raiſes a young man to life. 5 
He croſſes the ſea of Galilee, where he allays a ſtorm, and 0 on his vag 
cures a demoniac. 


7 At Capernaumi' he cures a paralytic perſon, calls Matrkiow hd dines wich 


8 dim, cures a woman who hat a bloody iſſue, and raiſes Jairus's daughter, 


9 Jeſus reſtores a withered hand, after walking through 'a cornfield with his 
- diſciples, 1 ab 
10 He retires to a deſert e and on a mountain ſets 2part the S 


ſes about the fip againlt the 
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12 Sa cures A deaf Fa” e 3 
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14 ſame day be delivers the parable of the ſower, Se, from a * 


15 He goes to Nazareth. 2 
16 He preaches i in the ſynagogue, and is inſulted: 

17 He preaches in the neighbouring villages, and ſends out the Twelve. 
18 1m the abſence of the Twelve the * of John came to him. 

19 4 

20 About this time Jeſus dines with "A the Phariſee. Fu 
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26 Jeſus and his diſciples hear of the death of John the Baptiſt, and retire our * 


29 of Herod's dominions. 
28: The Twelve meet Jeſus. He feeds.the five thouſand, «pd walks on the fea. 
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nen L u eats 7,5: 


1 Nn ga dap 


9 Jeſus ſups at Bethaby when Mary anoints him. 
10 He enters Jeruſalem in triumph, purges the temple, — Bun: 
11 He curſes the. fig-tree, and holds' ſeveral diſcourſes with the Jews in the 

tem 


12 The See lotroduced wo Ie, "The voice from howen, 88d the pie 


19 phecy concerning the deſtruction of Jeruſalem, 


14 Tux Pazzoves. The Lord's ſupper inſtituted. CE: 
18 Jeſus is crucified. 2 W. 
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N. B. The full moon was. on. the 18th of March. this year.. 
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CHRONOLOGICAL TABLE 
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From the Beginning of * Reign of HEROD to the-Death 


1 


29 He puts his wife Mariamne to death. 
27 The monarchy of the Roman empire, with {he title of Auguſtus, po et 


of CHRIS T. % = I. 


ir 


-4o TEROD dechied king of Jails by ths Roman! Senae. 
39 He takes poſſeſſion of Galilee and Seas. 
37 Herod takes Jeruſalem. Antigonus beheaded. 


31 The battle ot Actium, 2d of September. 


30 Herod makes his peace with Octavian at dude, 5 


- 


on Octavian, whence the Auguſtan zra commences. 


22 Herod receives from Auguſtus Trachonitis, Auranitis, and B, in 


addition to his former domin ions. 


20 He begins to rebuild the . in te 18th of is reign reckoned 
from the death of Antigonus. | , 


18 The building of the-temple coniglatad;) 5 
13 Herod ſets up Antipater againſt the ſons og ne. 


Titius made governor of Syria. 


10 Herod having finiſhed his work at Caſurea, gives it that m name in honour 


of Auguſtus Ceſar. He builds alſo Cypron, ROO 1 39 
and = tower of Phaſael at Jeruſalem. ? 


9 Saturninus made governor of Syria. 

8 Avguſtus takes the cenſus of the Roman citizens at en He correct 

| the Julian year, and gives his own name to the month Auguſt. _ 

7 Theenrolment of the Jews by Quininius, who Was er ane 
_ Syria. Teſts We 4 


g ! = 1 I. 82 A nnn 0 | , a 7 
(a) As this table, though taken chiefly from Pins, was filled up from Dy Faxzsxor, and the 
UniversAL HisTory, and theſe do not agree in all things; I do not pretend to vouch for any but the 


principal events, and fuch as are particularly connected with the hiſtory of Chriſt. 
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B. o. | 
6 Herod cauſes both the ſons of Mariamne t« be ſtrangled. 
The Magi viſit Jeruſalem, Jeſus carried to Egypt. 
Qu. Varus made gorernor of Syria. 
5 A plot of Antipater againſt his father's life detected. 


4 Aatipater put to death, aud five days after, à few days before the W 
Herod dies. 


2 ſacceeds Hered ic Judea, [dumea, and 8 Henod got. 
pas in Galilee Perea, and 8289 5 id Auranitis and Trachonitis, Paneas, 
and Batanea. 


| Joſeph and Ma geturn with eſus out of and ſeule at 
J h * E872 "ey 
2 Auguſtus baniſhep his dapyttge Julia. 15 \ 


1 Caius Cæſar, the elder grandſon of Auguſtus, ſent into Armenia, and 


A. D. Tigranes raiſed to the throne, 
1 Thecommencement of the Chriſtian zra according to Dioayſive Kxiguas, - 


2 Lucius Cæſat, the younger. graddſon.of Auguſtus, dies at Marſeilles., - 


3 Caius Cæſar, having received a waund: N Ges in Lydia. 


4 Tiberius is adopted by Auguſtus, 

5 Jeſus, being twelve years old, was ds the. Jewiſh doors inthe 
temple, 

6 Archelaus being accuſed of = adminiſtration before Auguſtus, is ba- 
niſhed to Vienne in Gaul, and Sulpicius Quirinius, is ſant to be gover- 
nor of Syria and to take che, cenſus in Judea, when Coponius is made 
Procurator,, Great troubles enſued at Judea on this change. 

7 Judas the Gaulonite raiſes, an inſurrection in, Judea, The Samaritans 

| pollute the temple with dead men's bones at the Paſſover. 
8 Auguſtus makes laws to.encourage marriage. l 


9 Tiberius, and Germanious, doc Batra, who had revolted in Dal. 
matia, 


10 Marcus Ambivius made Nee Judea. 


11 Salome the ſiſter of Herod dies. 

12 Tiberius admitted into partnerſhip with Auguſtus i in the empire. 

13 Annius Rufus made Procurator of Judea, 

14. Auguſtus dies at Nola on the 19th of Auguſt, and ja Cugcegded by To 
rius.in the whole empire. Silanus made governor of ing | 


16 Valerius Gratus made Procurator af: Judea. 


16 Germanicus defeats Arminius and the Germans, Herod d builds 
Tiberias in honour of Tiberius, 

17 Germanicus ſent into the Eaſt. Twelve cities of Afia Minor overthrow® | 
ug an earthquake. 
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